APPENDIX 3

Archery antelope input opportunity comments

ID

Comments

1

Something needs to be done to help reestablish antelope populations on the national grasslands.

Antelope are generally down state wide. This leads to limited opportunity for resident hunters to draw a license
either firearm or archery. | needed three preference points to draw this year where | used to draw nearly every
year. Archery hunters are much more successful than they used to be in harvesting an animal. | really believe
that any restrictions on big game licenses should start with a reduction in non-residence hunters. Non-residence
hunters should be reduced first always before residence hunters on big game licenses.

Increase the price for nonresident archery antelope tags and implement a draw/cap for nonresidents.

Make nonresident a limited draw

I'm 77. Archery hunted antelope in SD from '71 thru appx. 2012. Age has now slowed me down. Initially
observed very slow increase in hunter #'s. Last 10 yrs # has skyrocketed. My observation is currently way too
many both residents & nr's for a pleasant not competitive hunt. | believe similar to rifle season, archery tags
should be allocated by a certain # per county. Harvest will continue to increase, primarily due to advancement in
equipment, and also hunting techniques, amount of field time, and increasing #'s of hunters. Increased harvest
will require more focused management, especially in SD's 3 NW counties.

With the significantly reduced antelope numbers, | feel it should be a resident only hunting privilege.

Public land is over run with archery antelope hunters from opening till rifle then the sea of orange takes over...
the animals are not give a break for 2 months and most are settled on private land and not leaving it ... need to
limit the number just like rifle hunting, certain number per county for archery as well

let us get a doe tag along with a buck tag. (Like deerO

In my opinion, the resident hunters will treat it as a quick trip for a couple days and a great experience. In my
opinion, the nonresident hunters stay for a much longer duration on public land, probably chase the antelope off
public land via much more pressure. In my observations, the resident hunters are much more likely to back off if
conditions are not right and try it another time or leave the envelope for someone else to try, the non-residents
often charge in and run the antelope off. Once the antelope are run off, this forces more hunters into a smaller
area and probably leads to complaints that you hear about. In my opinion, the non-resident tags should be
restricted to a limited draw with some thing like 100 or 200 tags for state wide And then you can offer unlimited
private land only non-resident tags. In my opinion this would fix 95% of all the issues that | have encountered.
This solution would also sync with how firearms licenses are sold, with non-residents getting about 10% of the
tags.

10

I think archery hunting should be limited by county and by a draw just like rifle but you cannot have both its one
or the other. There are too few Antelope in the state to allow unlimited archery tags the herd cannot sustain
this. We also need to raise the out of state license fee as well.

11

limited draw in some units

12

If there is too many hunters than | think that we should limit the amount of non-resident tags instead of changing
the resident. Not sure if non-resident is a draw but should be limited like the resident rifle tags. Thanks for the
consideration

13

Archery tag numbers are good and not that many archers harvest an animal. It seems as the numbers of animals
are going up, and on the down years just fewer to hunt. Remember it is the hunt that is important and not the
kill. People just sometimes need the experience and friendship the field hunt brings.

14

i did not archery hunt antelope ever.. the people in sd stay here for variety of reasons.alot stay here for the
hunting and fishing. please don't mess it up with adding a bunch of out of state tags. its not fair to the residents




Limit the nonresident hunter | see way to many of them out hunting there isna€™t that many antelope around so
you spend a lot of time driving and looking most of the time a nonresident is sitting on the spot you want to

15 hunt.
Preference should be given to Resident hunters, selecting a certain region.\Nonresident tags should be reduced
and cost should increase.\All other western big game states provide for Resident preference and strive to keep
16 their costs down, which is the way SD should manage and balance Resident satisfaction and overall revenues.
Why restrict archery antelope hunting during gun season..especially on private land.. the land owner knows and
17 controls who is there.. Deer archery is wide opend€| Please give me a call #iH## i
archery antelope should no longer be unlimited. It should switch to limited draw for specific units just like the
18 rifle season
What is your phone number to call to talk to someone about the license application system? Call me at
19 HEHEHHHEHEHE
By creating units, you would have a better idea were hunters are concentrating. | would not be in favor of
20 restricting the licenses for each unit and starting a lottery, just use it as a tool for information.
21 close all antelope seasons until they come back
22 Leave the current system in place
maybe just in state Archery hunters till antelope numbers come back , out of state hunters should draw stay in
23 certain units with less tags
Make the licensing for antelope a limited draw so you can regulate how many animals are being harvested. That
24 way you can adjust the tags according to the population. Plus allow 1 antelope tag, whether its archery or rifle.
| have been hunting Antelope in South Dakota for 25 Years. In my opinion there has been too many antelope
liscenses issued both firearms and Archery for the antelope population since probably 2006. 1995 to 2006 the
ranch we hunt on (9000 Acres) had over 100 animals. Since 2006 we are lucky if there are a dozen and it is
25 getting worse not better.
26 Limit nonresident archery antelope hunters to 750 tags and increase the price of the tag the $500!
27 We need to rebuild our antelope herd in South Dakota even if it means having to draw for tags like rifle
28 Leave to the residents only
Charge more for out of state tags. It's really, really simple. If you charge what other states charge or more the
number of tags will level themselves automatically. Call me | can explain. ##########. \Our public lands get beat
to death all year mostly by out of state hunters. The outfitters won't feel it either, those guys who pay $15, 000
for an antelope hunt won't blink at a $1500 tag. \The only wrong answer here is to continue down the same
path we are on.\\*Also, we need to look at the crossbow thing..its getting out of hand. Need to.limit those tags
for sure. People who have never bow hunted all of the sudden are using crossbows and easily reaching out to
100 yds, with zero archery skills..unlimited tags should not be given to the crossbow guys. The unlimited licenses
was for 40 Ib recurve bows 50 years ago. It's a whole different game now.its a problem for the sport. Not against
crossbow use, but they should only be used during rifle season or have limited tags somehow. Most Dr's will sign
29 those slips and hand them out like candy. \Maybe only allow their use like muzzle loaders or something.
30 Close this season to nonresidents. And then leave it alone
31 The non resident archery hunters have ruined hunting in harding county. The pressure needs to be limited there.
Dona€™t feel like hunting rules have to be changed every month!!!!l Stop changing the laws! Stop putting new
32 restrictions on me and my hunts!
Antelope are in such bad shape that i have opted not to apply for tags the last 2 years on the 40k acres of private
land | hunt. The last thing the herd needs is unlimited tags for everyone even if archery is a lower success rate.
33 Most archery hunters will kill whatever they can get close to simply because it hard to get close




34 Keep buck only for archery season.
Archery hunters already have too many preferences in license availability and seasons. They already start too
early and have many choices firearm hunters do not. | know the success rate is relatively low but just their
presence in the field whether they kill an antelope or not, has made antelpe harder to hunt and landowners
35 frustrated when the firearms season comes. Too much traffic especially in a dry year.
36 Limit non-residents first.
Archery antelope licenses should be allocated the same as rifle antelope licenses by county and nonresident
37 licenses should be limited by density of animals per county. Nonresidents should be limited to private ground.
Numbers are low lay off them for awhile let them come back found four dead goats last year with arrows sticking
38 in them
39 Antelope population is terrible Limit tags
Determine cap of resident, state-wide archery licenses, place a percentage equal to the firearms season that
40 non-residence are allowed to purchase.
In a nut shell "Drastically limit the number of Non-Resident archery antelope hunters"! Non-resident hunters
come here and spend a week or so here are are focused on harvesting an antelope. Their success % must be
higher that residents and have a greater impact on the antelope population. Residents should have a substantial
41 higher priority than non-residents when it comes to drawing a license.
Require non-resident to provide name and number of land owner with whom he is hunting to enable him to
42 aquire a guaranteed draw, otherwise\ apply for a specific area in a draw..
43 The new Gfp website is terrible.
This has less to do with number of hunters and more to do with miss management of game. You have over sold
44 antelope tags for years and have decimated the population.
I hunted more public in the past but not as much as of late. Didn't have any real issues with too much pressure
then. Have hunted more private as of late. Much of this depends on harvest success and current pressure. Could
45 consider unlimited tags for private land only and limited for public land (statewide or unit specific).
| don't archery antelope hunt anymore so | don't really have strong opinions, although when | did hunt | enjoyed
46 the current regulations.
Our antelope populations have decreased substantially over the last many years. Archery equipment today is so
advanced and specialized shooting out to 100 yards and lethally taking an animal is very achievable. This needs to
47 be taken into consideration.
48 Limited entry draw for resident and non-resident antelope draws.
49 State probably needs to have a limited draw until numbers recover.
There are more nonresident archery antelope hunters on public land than residents where | hunt\Need to limit
50 nonresident archery antelope tags
Non residents should have a lottery system. Where they may average 1 tag every 3 years.\Residents should get
51 preferential treatment when it comes to managing out states wildlife.
52 Limit residents to 1000 and nonresidents to 500.
Why are all other tags limited for non residents except archery, South Dakota is one of only a few states that
allow unlimited non resident hunters. South Dakota has become a destination for non resident hunters much to
the detriment of the residents that live here. 1ta€™s time to take a hard look at limiting non resident hunters
53 impact on our lands and resources.
Consider implementing a limited draw or "quota" for non-resident archery antelope. There has been increasing
54 non-resident pressure on publicly accessible lands over the past years.




55

Would be nice to have units, that way if one area gets hit hard with winter kill the tags numbers can be adjusted
accordingly. Keep pressure off one certain area, spread the hunters out. \\Could also have the limited access
draw areas inside the units to help even more.

56

i think antelope numbers are so few the seasons should be stopped or more limited till numbers rebound

57

Restrict nonresident archery antelope tags more. Also there is a major problem with way too many rifle antelope
tags given out for Fall River county. The south western part of Fall River county during rifle antelope season is
literally like a war zone with people chasing antelope all over the place. 15 years ago the quality in size of buck
antelope in this area was great but now it is so over hunted they dona€™t have a chance to hardly make it 2
years.

58

Leave it asis

59

NEVER archery hunted Antelope

60

Way too high numbers of NR. | feel you should cap the number at 100-200. It should not exceed the current
allotment of NR tags vs resident tags in the firearms draws. | think that is 10%.

61

Far too many non-resident antelope hunters on public lands.

62

The way that things are set up at this time is working just fine. Please leave it as it is.

63

Stop giving out so many non-residents licenses this state will soon have more of them hunting everything just like
pheasants than residents. If ita€™s all about revenue raise our resident fees instead. We all know the non-
resident is now buying up our good hunting ground so they can get easier access to licenses. Please use better
judgment as we are at a critical point in time of our resident population saying 3€celd€™m done with
hunting/fishing 4€ce cand€™t find a place to hunt as non-residents have it all leased up

64

Too many tags. Too little animals. Needs correcting.

65

way too many out of state hunters. Around Harding co there is not a goat that has not been chased by some one.
Too many out of stators with cross bows also

66

Was just out to Fall River and there is no antelope on public, where in the #### due think there is 4 hundred rifle
tags for buck only

67

I know we should welcome out of state antelope hunters but lets take care of he in state hunters first. | may be a
win win situation if all archery hunters had to go thru a license draw or lottery system like the rifle hunters. Less
hunters and more game.

68

South Dakota allows way to many out of state hunters and they are getting by way to cheap. South Dakota
needs to increase the cost of all out of state big game tags. Where else in antelope and mule deer country can a
person go hunt both species at the same time as cheap as South Dakota??? Quit giving away our mule deer and
antelope resources away for nothing!!!!

69

Way too many archery antelope hunters on SD public property. The quality hunt disappeared many years ago.
The pattern now is to shoot at whatever you see or you won't get another chance!

70

My Name is #####. | own and operate #i####HH#H I . We have been #it##H###HH#. This survey is WAY to
basic. | would love to talk to someone in detail and in charge on this subject Mule Deer is another important
subject) . I service and talk to fellow bowhunters across the state daily. Bottom line is, numbers of antelope are
drastically DOWN. Numbers of nonresidents Drastically UP !! The amount of complaints from our resident
bowhunters at my shop are INSANE. | try to get them to call and voice there opinion, but very few take the time.
The amount of non-resident hunters that come into my shop for deer and antelope are at an all time HIGH. You
CANNOT have an unlimited tag for a limited resource. Very easy solution. Animals first, Residents second, Non-
Residents last. If its about money, Double the price and cut tags in half. GFP get there money and we get our
animals back !! \\Thank you for your time.\\### i EHEH ]




The animals on public land experience almost constant archery hunting pressure throughout the season. This in
addition be able to draw a tag every year when rifle hunters typically have to wait 2-5 years in more popular
units is not fair. The animals also become sensitive to this intensive hunting pressure and has the changed the
quality of the antelope hunting experience in South Dakota. | would set resident and nonresident archery
antelope quotas in areas using a draw system. If changes are not made to the archery tag allocation system my

71 young daughters and | are likely done hunting antelope in SD. Signed South Dakota Resident Hunter
72 na
73 There is a low fill ratio on archery and should stay the same
Counties in the northwest part of the state have the habitat that most of the antelope population lives in. Those
74 counties should have limited draw archery tags for antelope.
75 Nonresident tags should be a draw!
Create a draw system for non-resident and limit licenses to 200 or 10% of resident licenses sold over last 2 year
76 average.
77 Need to cap non resident archery tags to no more than 15% of resident tags issued the previous year.
78 Keep it as ita€™s now.
The land | hunt which is public and private is perfect with residents however Non-Residents have over run.
79 Partially due to groups of hunters along with film crews
There are to many antelope hunters, both resident and nonresident. There is slso to much hunting pressure on
the antelope due to the greater number of hunters, especially on public land. | feel this should become a limited
draw not a unlimited tag as we do not have unlimited resources in the antelope. This is also becoming an issue
80 with archery deer hunting in western part of state.
| like the idea of regional tags. In NW SD there are way more antelope than in other areas. So if there is a large
number increase the tags. In the lower populated areas keep the tag numbers down. | mostly want residents to
have first choice and non residents limited just like rifle. 1 do think we are experiencing a fad since covid and the
81 numbers will eventually go down.
I know and understand that non-residents provide economic boosts to communities (albeit small) but | have
always felt that non residents for any archery license should have to draw them by lottery and then the number
of nonresident tags be reduced. Either that or no nonresident tags issued. In my opinion, you have to keep
82 residents happy and taken care of first.
83 none
It seems to me that you are suggesting that we are heading toward having too many archery antelope hunters. |
have not had any issues at all with other antelope hunters, but that may be because | am hunting on private land.
| would suggest that if it becomes necessary to cut the number of archery antelope permits, then in that case |
84 feel the number of permits to nonresidents should be limited. Thank-you.
Antelope population is way down thank you for the new regulations on the does this year hopefully we will see a
comeback in a few years and make antelope hunting great in south dakota again. | see more non resident archery
hunting than residents. If you have to regulate something regulate the nonresidents and cut doe tags please
85 allow the residents to keep hunting statewide on one any tag please
I don't know if the number of hunters is directly responsible or not but it sure seems like there's not very many
86 antelope, at least in the Fall River unit.
Since hunting has been so widely comersialised \It's difficult for resident hunters to find a place to hunt. Limit
nonresident hunters to private only.\l am limited on funds so do not pay for hunting. \Big money runs our
87 hunting seasons, or politics are involved. \| am a hunter who loves bow hunting \Thanks for listening. \#####




I have hunted in Butte county for the past 2 decades. | have noticed the number of antelope on public land
steadily decline. Along with increases in archery hunters, | still have to believe that unlimited youth tags in South
Dakota have had a negative impact on our public land animal populations to include both deer and antelope. |
would suggest youth/mentor tags be sold for private land only. | started hunting at the age of 12, with the rest of
the "men", and it was seen as a right of passage. If nothing is done, we will continue to see a decline of animal

88 numbers on our public lands.
89 Leave things alone, pretty soon a resident wonda€™t be able to hunt at all
Limit out of state tags to 400 total by drawing only. Increase fee to $500. Reduces overcrowded public lands a
90 bit and aligns tag fees closer to other states.
91 If our antelope herd is down there should be no nonresident tags period
92 This topic needs be be revisited if the increase in licenses continue.
Way to many non resident hunters. If they can find private property to hunt I3€™m fine with that but the public
93 land is way too crowded with residents and non residents.
94 Can't seem to draw a tag so have to go out of my home state to hunt not very happy with that
95 None
Antelope numbers have plummeted the past 10 years. | mostly hunt fall river county and it's the worst | have
ever seen. | can ride 20 miles of grasslands and barely see an animal. \Starting the youth doe seasons with no age
limit has really caused the biggest issue.\instead of getting rid of archery tags, limit youth tags to 10 year Olds
96 and older on just private land
97 Charge more for nonresident, limit the number of available licenses.
98 Limit the number of non resident licenses with lottery drawing and limited tags
We are an accessible state for nonresidents. There are some things and some tags that just need to stay that
way. | have no love for the nonresident hunters | encounter but they need a place to hunt and we like the
99 money.
Issuing unlimited tags has to stop. Please make this a limited draw and slow down the increased hunting
pressure. Limit the number of resident and non resident hunters. Please do something to conserve our
100 resource.
Prefer the any antelope tag to the buck only that was available this year. | understand it might not be indicative
of the entire antelope unit but numbers are relatively strong where | hunt and the landowner encourages us to
101 harvest some does.
| think that everything should be left as is except fewer non-residents If we are supposed ly overcrowded then
eliminate some of the pressure from the people who dona€™t live here and support our wildlife and traditions!! |
suppose that the revenue you make from out of staters makes this a hard pill to swallow as it seems it is more
102 about money than managing the wildlife
If the antelope herd is down in nearly all areas, why are there unlimited non-resident archery licenses? How dos
the cost of a NR license in SD compare to other western states? SD should be at or above those states. The
103 residents of SD should have priority to harvest the state's resources over any non-resident.
If any change is needed it would be to limit the number of nonresident tags. The number of resident hunters is
104 not an issue. Not many residents do | see. Thank you
105 The number of Antelope is down the number of hunters have risen. Not enough Antelope to go a round.




106

I hunt Harding Co most years for archery antelope due to the number of antelope and access to public land. The
number of NR hunters is getting out of hand. Just like mule deer, SD is the most eastern state with access to
antelope hunting and the licenses are unlimited so of course NR will make this a stop on their way somewhere
else or their destination. The increase in social media attention has also increased which | believe is a major
cause for the 3X+ increase in NR numbers over the last 10 years. NR archery deer, NR archery antelope, and NR
BH turkey should be capped at 8% of the resident tag sales. With the recent decline in antelope numbers, the NR
archery antelope harvest will most likely impact the resident rifle antelope tag allocation. | have friends from ND
that come to Harding Co every year because they can't get an antelope license in ND. They would prefer to hunt
less often if it means a more quality hunting experience. SD has become an amusement park for NR archery
hunters which has degraded the resident public land hunting experience. Resident hunters live and pay taxes in
SD year round and should be rewarded with a quality (relatively speaking) archery hunting experience.

107

Please make the archery antelope season a draw season with limited tags. | have been archery antelope hunting
for years. When | first started in about 2004 hunting pressure was almost none existent and heard numbers were
very high. | have watched as heard numbers have came back down, success rate and hunting pressure has gone
way up. I still enjoy the hunt and experience but quality of the hunt has been greatly reduced by the amount of
pressure on the land and resource. | would be ecstatic if the tags were dropped, even if that means only being
able to hunt every couple of years. (I am a resident of South Dakota)

108

First, if people hunt public they wouldna€™t know how many hunt private so that question is no good. Second,
we need to shut Antelope season down for at least one whole year if not two. We definitely do not have the
numbers we used to in any unit! This goes for Archery and Rifle resident and non resident. Then at that point
implement the new numbers of applicants

109

I would like to know the success rate of archery antelope hunters? If it is increasing with the number of hunters it
might be time to limit the number of hunters. Antelope are fun to hunt. | havena€™t archery hunted them much.
But | would like to hunt them more if work didna€™t get in the way.

110

Once again our inputs as hunters | feel do not matter. Whatever the GFP feels that they have an idea about, that
is what will happen regarding licenses. Archery Antelope hunting is hard enough, stop trying to fix what is not
broken. There is an unbelievable amount of public land to hunt, and if wanted, private as well.

111

Would like more rifle tags available in state for residents

112

| have not hunted archery antelope.

113

Limit out of state hunters and increase the cost. Keep buck only in effect for several years.

114

Gf&p needs to limit the number of tags available for non residents and institute a draw for non resident hunters.
Public hunting areas are infested with far too many non residents that come to SD for a guaranteed cheap hunt.

115

Should have all antelope hunters put in for an antelope tag by county (Unit as currently being done). Then if they
draw the tag they can hunt the archery season, if they don't fill the tag during the archery season they can hunt
with a rifle during the rifle season. It is not fair that an archery hunter gets to hunt every year and rifle hunters
can only draw tags once every 2-3 years. This wasn't a problem 15 years ago, but way more people want to hunt
antelope. Please consider this, would be a way better way of managing hunting pressure, and antelope numbers
in the current units.

116

Limit non resident licenses.

117

Fix rifle antelope license numbers. It is ridiculous that we can no longer draw tags. Get your crap together and
let us hunt.

118

With decreasing antelope numbers, the archery hunters should see decrease in their opportunities also.




119

We have taken away opportunities from South Dakota residents in the last 10 years. Living in this state should
mean something. First thing is limit licenses for nonresident antelope hunters. If 930 resident archery licenses are
issued, then only 7% what remaining would be allowed for non-residents that would be 65. This is the same
guideline that it's been implies for years with a GFP limit to 7% of the licenses because thata€™s all public land
access. With limiting the non-residents this should take care of any issues that we have with resident hunters not
having an opportunity to hunt antelope. \\What the state needs to do is elect game commissioner. Make hunting
and fish a constitutional right in South Dakota. llluminate the game Commission by governor picks. When the
Commission ask the opinion of the hunting public they do not listen to the voice of the people. The department
of tourism is not the game fish and parks but it's being run like it is. SDP

120

Since the GFP had to make huge cuts on the firearms antelope hunters, | think it is only fair that the archery
antelope hunters are restricted as well. | think if the GFP makes different units and has limited tags for those
units that will help spread the archery antelope hunters out. | think this could make hunting also better for

hunters on public land.

121

Non Resident archery antelope tags should be eliminated or raise the price to be competitive with other states
around us.

122

They need to have limited draw licenses just like the firearm season! Technology has increased greatly over the
past several years. This needs to be taken in seriously! The bows they have these days can kill accurately up to
100 yds these days.

123

We need to limit the number of non resident tags we give. Unlimited is irresponsible.

124

why not make Archery like Rifle \have so many license and have them apply for it.

125

Should be a limited number of tags and be unit specific. That is the only way to control both the number of
animals harvested and the overcrowding of people.

126

A majority of people | run into have out of state plates, and it seems they will shoot anything since they drove so
far, like does and kids in years past and many immature bucks.

127

Certain areas get overrun by nonresident. Need a limit on nonresident tags-make nonresident a lottery draw

128

a slight raise in NR tag price. Then make it a NR draw with 20% tag number available of the previous years
resident archery antelope tag number. No antlerless archery antelope tags until population numbers are up
considerably.

129

Reduce the amount of nonresident hunters, make it a draw for nonresident. | am willing to pay more for a
resident tag.

130

Think nonresident archery antelope licences should be allocated on a percentage of resident licenses basis like
firearms allocations are.

131

No permits for public land! its public land! | would like to keep at least something in South Dakota hunting the
same. Everything has changed, preference points needed for fall turkey tag now, 8+ preference points for an any
muzzleloader deer tag, 2+ preference points for black hills deer, most west river deer tags are only valid on
private land, etc. Keep public land accessible to the public for hunting.

132

The archery antelope and deer should go to a 90-10 and the archery units should be like the deer units where
you pick one and that is it

133

No opiniona€ | on the antelope but the big problem with the west river deer is not the out of state hunters but
with east river hunters hunter both east and west rivera€ | make a choice 3€| one state license maybe??

134

I quit hunting antelope because of too many hunters. The number of licenses issued should be limited. A draw
would allow a better ratio of bucks to does if adjustments are needed. | would up the cost and lower the
availability of non resident tags. Too many out of state hunters.

135

There should be no nonresident archery tag for any species that is unlimited unless it's on private land. Land
owners that do not allow public access for hunting should not be able to collect deprivation dollars or have
deprivation tags for their land. Land owners that do not allow hunting access should not have a say in how many
animals live on a landscape. GFP has been too slow to react to declining numbers for both antelope and deer.
Double tags for deer should be limited to private land where public hunting is allowed.




| believe that if you change the state wide unit to the region specific, youa€™Il only increase pressure on a certain

136 unit. You gotta go where the antelope are.
Unlimited archery deer licenses are also a problem on public land. it is hard to have a quality hunt when hunter
137 density is extremely high
| like the opportunity to be able to do archery antelope hunting every year. What percentage of the 3000
resident and non resident tags in 2021 were successful do you guys think? And how many rifle tags were
successful? | think if you are going to try to save the population you need to start with rifle licenses... | just got
back today from out there archery antelope hunting and | agree. The population is way down. But it's from the
severe drought that is ongoing out there. | don't think it has to do with the few antelope that were taken by
138 archery hunters last year. My 2 cents.
There is too much technology in the archery seasons.\\Sights, triggers, and compound bows do not belong in a
primitive season.\\Going back to equipment used when the archery seasons were first implemented would
139 alleviate the issue.
limit non-res antelope tags to drawing only to a determined limit set by the antelope count numbers - like the
140 rifle tag numbers are based
There is too many non resident antelope hunters. Up price cut tags for non residents. SD antelope fluctuates so
141 much we need to limit and add tags when needed rather then trying to fix the problem after the damage is done
142 None
143 We need to reduce nonresident archery opportunities and create access to landlocked public lands.
There are people in SD THAT GET TURNED DOWN FOR TAGS BUT WE GIVE WAY TO MANY NONRESIDENT TAGS.
144 CUT THOSE, NOT RESIDENT.
145 Please reduce the number of out of state archery tags and increase the price for out of state tags as well.
146 Space is limited. Reduce or restrict number of out of state hunters and charge more.
The overcrowding on public land is terrible. It used to be you could buy an any and an antlerless archery tag.
147 Even after that changed rifle hunters were still allowed double and triple doe tags. Poor management
148 Our antelope herd numbers are very low due to way too much hunting pressure and too many harvested.
I have not hunted for antelope during archery season. So | cannot provide a valid opinion based on personal
experience. However, | remain hopeful that the state of South Dakota will not diminish the hunting
149 opportunities for South Dakota residents by granting more opportunities for non-residents.
| see this year my rifle tag is buck only! | like to take a doe,if | cannot find a real trophy buck, to protect trophy
quality. | would like to see less pressure on the bucky by any way possible. | hate to shoot bucks that have not
150 reached trophy status!
Charge nonresident higher rates for tag purchases and/or have them put into a limited draw and allow in state to
151 remain as is.
Start by Limiting the number of nonresident licenses available. Use a percentage of the resident numbers and
start there (say 25%). If this does not help to reduce pressure and increase current population levels, then
152 consider reducing the number of licenses available to resident archery hunters.
We need to start limiting the number of archery tags given out for antelope. Residents should get the majority of
the tags or given preference and fewer and/or leftover tags for non-residents. This type of hunting along with
the unlimited amount of tags has seriously hurt our antelope numbers recently and it's the reason | declined to
153 apply for that tag this year.
In Wyoming, the antelope capital of the US, non-resident licenses are all limited draw. With more and more
publicity on SD antelope archery hunting and unlimited licenses it is obvious what is taking place. When more
154 and more private land is locked up by outfitters it is going to put more pressure on public lands.
Increase the price for non-residents and make their hunt by draw (controlled hunt). And increase the price for
155 non-residents for preference points!




156

Having a buck only tag, limited opernatory to hunt private land. Land owners were willing to let me hunt if | could
shoot a doe. They hunted and wanted to save the bucks for their tag.

157

Dramatically increase non-resident Antelope archery fees! Far, far too many non-resident Antelope archery
hunters.

158

Nonresident archery antelope licenses need to go to a limited draw. Right now South Dakota is touted on many
online hunting forums is the perfect back up plan for when you fail to draw archery permits and other western
states.

159

Raise the price on our of staters

160

Again same as archery deer South Dakota needs to take care of its home state residence first dona€™t feel
ita€™s right that residents can turn down and non-residents can you come over and hunt doesna€™t sit well for
the law abiding taxpayer of the state as a South Dakota resident and then get turned down to hunt game

161

SD should increase the cost of the non resident license. Make the money from the nonresidents and give the
residents a break.

162

We are a cheap and early destination for non resident hunters. If the season for non resident started September
1st it would automatically decrease the amount of non resident antelope hunters because they would be hunting
elk elsewhere or deer elsewhere. We also need to raise the fee for non residents. We need to focus more on in
state hunter recruitment. [t3€™s our state and we need to emphasize the need for improving resident
opportunities. P.S.-You folks really do work your ##### off. [ta€™s not an easy job keeping everyone happy.
Actually ita€™s impossible. It might also help to have a few public land hunters on the commission.

163

Do not change anything!

164

Make non-residents apply for limited LM units early on public land to limit antelope hunting pressure on public
land. a€ceSame thing WR archery deer for non-residents had been doing the last couple of years

165

I would think that the success ratio of archery antelope hunters is pretty low. May be a good idea to spread
hunters out on different areas of public land particularly non-resident hunters who have increased in numbers
more

166

hoping that the buck only license can be changed back to any antelope. thank you.

167

Resident Hunter should come first then after that then ita€™s the non-residence give preference to the residence

168

| did not agree with any of the choices about maintaining a state wide license, or limiting the access to the public
land through a drawing. | think there are other options like limiting the number of licenses, allowing residents
the first opportunity and a greater opportunity by reducing the number of nonresident tags like Wyoming
recently did with Moose and Sheep tags. Another option would be to split the season into a few different time
frames. For example, a group of tags for August 15 to 31st, a group for Sept 1 to 15, another for Sept 15 - 31, and
then one for the rest of the year. Obviously not open in rifle season, so the dates may need tweaking. This is
how Colorado provides the opportunity to more hunters while reducing the amount of pressure in the field at a
particular time for some species.

169

Non resident archery hunters should have to apply for a specific unit and you should reduce the number of tags
given out. As a resident firearms hunter, | have to apply for a specific county with limited tags. The last time |
drew a rifle tag, | could not even find an antelope on any of the public ground in that county. | saw nothing but
other hunters. Pretty disappointing to say the least. This year | applied for tags again in a different unit and could
not even draw a tag.Most of the antelope spend the season on private ranches where they are not bothered too
much. Antelope hunting in this state has pretty much gone down hill.

170

Please limit out of state hunters. [t3€™s too easy and affordable to hunt SD for them compared to other western
states

171

There needs to be a restriction on the number of non resident archery hunters. There also should be a non
resident price increase. We should be comparable non resident pricing to Wyoming and surrounding states.

172

Limit archery licenses by firearm unit.




There are way too many non-resident archery hunters in both antelope and deer. They are depleting the amount
of animals on public land by harvest and by too much pressure pushing them onto private land so there isn't

173 much left come rifle season.
Your own GFP biologists know something is killing the antelope and they don't know why. No recruitment on the
grasslands in 7 years. Way to many non-resident hunters. Double the cost if the non-resident licenses and limit
174 them to 50 tags a year on public. Unlimited on private.
You won't let kids shoot an antelope on public land but you'll give unlimited archery licenses to non-residents.
175 What else needs to be said?
I in the past hunted private near Mud Butte and it was good but numbers were terriable . So the last years 20 and
21 | hunted Harding 20 was good as far numbers last year there | moved 4 times hunting 8 days im not sure if |
could of shot one with a gun more less with my longbow. | had at least 2 maybe 3 where | never saw a goat. so
are numbers are down . \ | always hunt the 3rd week of Sept so I've never seen the big number of hunters but
enough running around early on, flashing decoys, and shooting long shots. Thank you not sure of answer.
176 skipping it this year after such a disappoint last year hunting the Hills this coming week. XX
177 Limited draw nonresidents just like neighbouring states and increased fees.
Again, | think this issue could be solved by also creating a non resident limited entry Antelope tag for private
land. This would limit the impact on outfitters and the special tag like the special buck tag would also come at an
178 increased cost.
179 Eliminate nonresident archery tags. Limited draw for residents.
The antelope numbers have been down for quite a few years now. There were several years when license
numbers did not correlate with the number of animals on private or public land. From observations the
recruitment has not been good. This year GFP dropped the number of rifle licenses dramatically(two years too
late) | believe archery hunters take a minimal amount of animals, but to be one of or the only state that allows
180 unlimited number of nonresidents when numbers are low doesn't seem to be the best policy.
Limit number of non-resident licenses to 8% of the average number of resident archery licenses issued over the
previous 10 year period. Eliminate the statewide license option and start issuing licenses by geographical hunt
units established by population home ranging information and watershed definition. Limit the total number of
licenses issued no differently than firearms. This nonsense of issuing hunting licenses by county is obsolete and
181 baseless. Get rid of it.
182 Please limit the amount of NR hunters.
I Live in Florida , | have not drawn a antelope tag since 2016, i would prefer less archery tags, and a few more non
183 resident rifle tags be available , thank you
Make it simple, do it just like Wyoming does. It always seem like the antelope are on the down trend compared
184 to the uptrend. More agriculture pressure on the prairie over the last decade has hindered big game in general.
Increase predator control on coyotes. Coyotes are out of control affecting antelope, deer, and upland bird
population. Quit collating animals if you can't do it safely. The Hughes/Sully county population was decimated by
helicopter capture done in February. Most of the herd was eliminated a couple winters ago. Increase nonresident
185 tag fees to maintain capital and reduce pressure.
186 Other state regulate non-resident tags for all game, and they cost more money.
187 Unfortunate that it is easier to get a non resident archery tag that a resident gun tag
Therea€™s no reason we shouldna€™t up the cost of non resident tags and also impose a limit on the number of
tags allocated to non residents. Wildlife is a public trust resource. Our antelope look the same as the ones in WY
188 and MT but we certainly have less. Why wouldna€™t we value them accordingly?
189 Restrict non residents to land owner only. Require name of landowner on non resident applications.
190 Nonresidents should have to draw license and reduce nonresident licenses




191

I quit hunting them about 3 years ago because the low number of goats and high numbers of hunters. Every hill
you go over there's a different hunter. The only way to have a hunt by yourself is to find private land and still
someone will mess it up.

192

I think there should be a limited draw for non resident archery antelope.

193

none residents need to have more expensive tag and limit theme to one county by lottery

194

limit the number of archery tags

195

I am more concerned about archery deer hunters on public lands during firearm antelope season. | would like to
see not allowed on for safety and antelope hunting quality.

196

Too many archery hunters are putting great pressure on the goats. Most goats are fleeing public lands to only be
found on private lands. | have notice a great decline in goats from this during rifle season. Dona€™t just issue all
these tags. | would reduce the tags greatly during archery and move more towards special tags/landowner and
charge more for those. 13€™ve heard many times an out of state hunting say your tags are cheap and easy to
get. We swing in shoot whatever we first see and off we go. The state sees little return on these hunters.

197

Selling over the counter archery tags to nonresidents is a great money maker! The success rate is very low, and
few animals are taken. Just charge nonresidents as much as the market will bear for the tag, without turning to
many away for the price.\\l know multiple nonresidents that feel like SD deer and antelope tags are cheap. Don't
cut any over the counter archery tags, archery is a great way to get new people into the sport! Rather pursue
other avenues to decrease conflict on public land.\\I feel like 80% of hunters nowadays hunt on public land. |
think more should be done to increase public access to private lands, that are way under utilized! Like, start a
program that requires a $100 access permit to hunt big game on walk-in or state lands, use the money to lease
and acquire even more public access. | feel like if some ranchers out west were offered really good money to
enroll tracts into more walk in areas, they would probably do it. Then if they improve habitat on that land they
could increase their walk in payment. \\Maybe instead of requiring a $100 permit to access current walk-in or
public lands, they could be left as is and a second walk in program could be established or piloted. How it would
work, if a hunter buys a $100 access stamp you would get even more access than you already have. it could be
piloted in Harding county on one large ranch, see how it goes, then expand it to lots of other seasons for deer
etc.\\Another Idea, make two types of tags (especially for nonresidents), archery antelope tags good for only
private land, and archery antelope tags good for all types of land, on the second tag type that could be used on
public land, charge twice as much, and use 100% of the extra money to fund more public access. \\I feel like most
hunters nowadays can spare a $100 to fund more access. Its not that there are to many hunters, there are just to
many on the few public accessible pieces of land in each county, private land is way under utilized! | feel like the
walk in program could be 10x the size if hunters like myself would foot the bill. Personally if | knew | could hunt
double the public land I normally could in SD, | would pay $500 for it each year or even more. If resident hunters
push back to hard, then just charge nonresidents an extra $100 to hunt deer/antelope on public, and leave it
basically free for the residents, then use the money to buy access onto more private ground for the benefit of all
hunters.\\The current walk in program and habitat stamp are great and work well for small game hunters, | think
for big game hunters specifically, a new access fee or permit should be required to hunt on public lands, to
increase funding and the purchase of more walk-in leases. Big game hunters require larger amounts of land to be
satisfied, and the fee should reflect that.\\I absolutely love the current walk-in program, and feel to meet the
challenges in the present day it just needs to be expanded, or even more new walk in programs added! SD is
huge, and 80% of the hunters are on less then 10% of all the land in this state!

198

Buck only Antelope state wide???

199

| spoke with my rancher contact in Perkins County and he says the antelope numbers are bad so we didnd€™t
apply for tags this year.

200

Allow crossbow 's to be used. Not just for disabled people. Allow so many crossbow permits for both antelope
and deer.




201

Restrict antelope tags for non resident archers, otherwise if you feel a problem for antelope numbers onock
down rifle tags because rifles have a way higher success rate, i have noticed a record high of archery antelope
hunters during my last trip, roughly half residents and half non residents

202

Archery hunting wounds and loses more animals than all rifle seasons combined. They take dumb shots with no
regards to the animal and keep hunting. [ta€™s great finding arrowheads buried in animal scar tissue.
Ridiculous.

203

It should all be just like firearms tags have to draw for the county you want to hunt and limited tags just like
firearms

204

| did not hunt

205

This issue is no different then Archery deer. To many tags, over ran public lands, to long of a season and zero
units. It makes no sense to have a heavily managed firearm season with county units and limited tags but then
turn around and have unlimited archery tags, no units and months long season. As with deer the hard to draw
firearm units are also the popular archery areas. By the time firearm season starts many of the bucks have either
been killed or pressured off the public lands. Perkins, Harding, Butte & Fall River are a 2-4 year gun draw but it is
unlimited to non resident hunters for months. Please limit NR antelope hunters to 8-12% of last years resident
archery licenses sold. That would be inline with gun season license allocations. Also please raise the NR license
fee.

206

| love the season and | love the ability as a resident to draw a tag and go where | want. | have gone to different
areas over the years. As a resident | want to continue to have my annual trip archery hunting trip. If limits must
be imposed, | would suggest a draw for non residents. | know they pay more, but | am more concerned with
South Dakota tradition and hunting. Not supportive to commercialized hunting in general.

207

Leave the resident licenses the same and either do a drawing or increase the cost for nonresidents. Decrease the
out of state hunters with the growth of the states own tax paying resident archers.

208

As long as we have antelope and not hurt populations Hunting is a great time to spend with family or friends

209

There are just to many NR bowhunters in the state of SD...

210

| believe antelope season both archery and rifle should be restricted to resident only just like elk. The amount of
nonresident archery antelope hunters is ridiculous. They will fling arrows at anything they can get a chance at
without regard of shot placement and accuracy. | believe they do that so that they dona€™t feel like they wasted
a trip out here without taking something back with them. This has lead to poor shots on animals. Increased
wounded and dead antelope that end up getting wasted because they were never found. | have noticed the
gradual decline in antelope numbers over the past several years and | believe that out of state hunters are partly
at fault. | love antelope meat and would like to bring back the ability to harvest either sex even if that means |
need to wait a year to draw an archery tag

211

We south Dakota residents should be entitled to first opportunity before regulations to the season, | believe not
to eliminate nonresidents tags but to give them a draw instead of a guaranteed license, kind of like with
waterfowl and west river license availability. | endorse a certain amount of tourism and hunting opportunity but
us residents should have more of the hunting rights. It seems like we are giving into tourism money more than
benefiting our states resource of wildlife management. We already depleted the mule deer population by poorly
managed deer drawings. There are counties on the Missouri River that use to be all mule deer in population that
have been overrun by over hunting and now are populated by mostly whitetail. Also with fishing we now have all
these species occurring in our waters that are not super to be here and we are getting regulated because when
we go to a boat dock there are more people there from Minnesota, lowa or Nebraska bringing them here.

212

Last year was ridiculous. Oklahoma, Kansas, Minnesotad€ | truck after truckd€|there even was a group who tried
sneaking out on private land because all the goats had been pushed off the public from so much pressure and
they got caught. Seems like therea€™s way too much antelope pressure

213

Non resident hunters flood harding and butte counties. It's gross.

214

Thank you for including me in this survey, but at this time, | do not archery hunt




215

I would like to see a muzzle loader tags in more populated antelope units ! 3Y~S

216

In general, our state needs to be harder on non residents. There really isna€™t another state that lets a non
resident purchase over the counter like we do for so many species. In addition, tag fees may be increased for the
non resident, especially if the tag allocation structure stays the same.

217

cap NR license to 10% or less total tags available

218

| feel you need to limit the number of nonresident archery deer and antelope tags as well as increase the cost of
both.\South Dakota is getting over run by nonresident archery hunters due to the unlimited number of tags and
lowest cost in the nation.

219

| primarily want to hunt antelope, and I have been declined too many times. | believe that it is not fair to
increase so many archery tags and thus affect my rifle chances.

220

I am not sure what the success is on antelope, but if archery hunters are a viable management tool they many
have to be limited. | have personally archery hunted antelope for over 20 years and only taken 2 antelope in that
time. Access permits may be the best way to control pressure.

221

| dond€™t know, you people do the surveys what do the survey numbers tell you? All | know is that where | hunt
15/20 years ago the numbers were great, antelope everywhere. Now the numbers are 1/3 what they use to be
and dona€™t seem to be getting any better! Have highly been considering going out of state! We currently drive
6 n 8 hours, whata€™s another hour or two for better hunting.

222

Open Ft Pierre grasslands to archery only antelope season instead of closing because there is no rifle
season\\Plant more food plots on state ground. Please.

223

Insanely too many archery antelope hunters. | waited for too many years to draw a rifle antelope tag, | think the
archery take is cutting into the population and I like to rifle hunt. | would like to see restricted archery tags for
both resident and nonresident.\Nonresident tags should go up in price to over $400 also.

224

Change it to resident only

225

Limit the NR pressure public lands, but offer a draw for a Special Archery Buck tag to be used on private lands ..in
order Not to hurt the Outfitters

226

The GFP needs to realize that for both rifle and archery, many of these units have 90% of the hunters
concentrated on hunting 10% of the unit, mainly the public access. Fall River County is pretty big, but its not
uncommon to see 30 trucks in a 10 mile radius because of the public land and no private access or the outfitters
leasing the private and pushing antelope from public to private ground. Also, why the #### would you change
mentored antelope hunting to private ground only ? This severely limits young hunters opportunities, trying to
get permission to hunt a doe antelope during the regular season is very difficult since many landowners have
guys hunting for bucks and don't want additional pressure of kids thst are learning to hunt being in the same
place at the same time.

227

As long as the management of the animals is correct and we are doing a good job of managing the resource |
dona€™t see why we would restrict access for anyone. | can see if a specific area is getting habitat damage or
something, but | am for opportunity for all, even if that includes out of state hunters and having to find a
different herd to stalk

228

Leave the resident license as is and limit the number of nonresident tags available

229

If population is the concern then use the nonresident tags as a the tool for managing this

230

The new gf&p website is terrible. The website was always the best to use and now it has joined the ways of other
state's websites.




231

I think it is too easy for non residents to get a tag. It seem like | see more non residents than residents every time
I go archery anything out west anymore especially antelope. Public hunting in South Dakota continues to get
more and more overcrowded. Our public lands just are not plentiful enough or large enough to get away from
people. It takes a lot of the fun out of the hunt when you are constantly getting trampled by people and having
to race to spots in hopes that someone actually gives a damn if you where there first and gives you the space to
actually hunt. 14€™d love it if there where enough land for everyone to hunt, non residents and residents alike
but thata€™s just not the case. It sure seems like most of the archery antelope hunters, especially non
residents,are condensed to a few areas of the state . Maybe start a limited draw for non residents by area and if
interest continues to grow for residents in the future do the same for us as well .

232

South Dakotad€™s non resident license fees are too low for all species. The state is behind on license fees in
general.

233

It's absolutely unacceptable to have unlimited NR antelope archery tags.\Also, the number of rifle tags issued
given the almost complete collapse of our state antelope herd is disgusting.\\400 tags for Fall River???\I burned
up 83 gallons of fuel and an abundance of boot leather covering every inch of that unit a couple weeks ago.\I
didn't see 100 antelope total, let alone 400 bucks.\\The season should be shut down entirely for the foreseeable
future. By which | mean multiple seasons to allow the herd to rebound.\\Shame on the Dept for allowing any
antelope season at all for 2022.\This is coming from someone who has always fiercely defended the GFP, all my
life...

234

Antelope numbers seem way down compared to even 5 years ago. [a€™m not entirely sure if biology and
statistics back my comment but they seem down, no doubt. By restricting the number of licenses that are given
to residents and non residents alike could help alleviate those numbers. You do it with rifles Ia&€™m not sure why
it wouldna€™t work with bows. Wyoming has (had) the highest density of antelope by a land slide and from what
| understand non residents cana€™t even acquire tags as easily as South Dakota.

235

Nonresidents should be in a drawing with a percentage cap on licenses . Nonresidents make up roughly 25% of
license holders which seems high.

236

Limit out of state tags and make them draw units like we have to with rifle and raise out of state rates for all
hunting and fishing tags and licenses instead of finding ways to raise money through low paid residents\Stop
wasting our funds paying land owners to put land into walk-in or other programs that are stubble fields, burned
off in the fall, pasture grazed to waste land, or land that is hayed and or has livestock on it. If landowners want to
be in walk-in there needs to be rules like their animals need to be off the land before opening day \And if
ranchers are allowed to graze public lands where is my check \At the very least there needs to be a time limit and
number limit of their animals that can be on that land \The worst examples are on west river lands and | would
be able to provide tons of pictures of lands | wasted my time and money visiting that you wasted our funds on
and these land owners are laughing at

237

The options provided on access and license numbers did not address the issue, we all know it is about the money
generated by allowing out of state hunting, however, there should be very little if any out of state hunting
allowed when residents are unable to get tags and access. If game animal numbers of any species are down then
the first thing to be done to alleviate the pressure is to curtail out of state hunting, period. This only scratches the
surface of the issue and it seems as though you keep trying to use different angle to get the answer/ result you
are looking for. This subject/ conversation has been ongoing for quite some time.

238

Public hunting lands should have better access opportunities for older hunters at 64 years old | don't feel like
walking 2 miles to find somewhere to hunt and set up antelope blinds and a stand. About ready to quit archery
antelope hunting. Maybe contract with private landowners for each hunter to pay for limited access to private
lands. | would pay 25 bucks or so a day to archery antelope hunt private land.

239

| just feel with all the people posting videos on you tube where anyone out of state can just come and get an
archery antelope tag. That number of non residents is just going to keep going up every year. In my opinion |
think there should be a limited number on how many nonresident can bow hunt antelope especially when the
antelope population keeps going down.




The number of nonresident tags is the obvious problem and limiting them is should be first in order. | also have
archery antelope hunted Nebraska for many years. Last year they bagan limiting nonresident tags. This has
resulted in me not getting a tag in Nebraska the past two yrs but am in total support of that decision. There

240 should never be a restriction put on resident tags until nonresident tags are reduced or eliminated if necessary.
Have the ability to hunt archery with rifle tag and if filled you dont hunt the rifle season. With this the hunter
241 should still get to apply for both seasons
The quality and number of antelope has decreased steadily over the years. The department of tourism and
242 economic development has too much sway over GFP
Lost to much private land to non residents paying and outfitters leasing up land. Need to limit or set up draws for
Nonresidents. One land owner had WI outfitter lease over 30,000 acres we use to hunt for years and allowed
243 over 50 pay hunters have rights over us residents. About had it with SD antelope Hunting.
Leave things as they are. Residents are sick of things constantly being changed around for the benefits of
244 everyone but Residents themselves. | can't stress enough, leave things alone!
The amount of nonresident bow hunters is getting crazy. If you dive around our national grasslands and public
hunting areas that hold antelope and mule deer you are likely to see a vehicle parked or camped there from
Minnesota. It's too much and the nonresident tags should be way more expensive similar to other western
245 states.
246 N
247 Yes. Seems most archery hunters are in the NW corner of state. Need limited draw by same areas as rifle tags.
Unfortunately with the increase of non-resident licenses, access for the resident hunter is becoming more
248 difficult and many times previous access granted becomes difficult for the resident hunter.
249 Increase price for non resident with limited amount of tags
there are more non-resident hunters now in Fall River now than | have ever seen. and you issued 400 rifle tags.
250 Fall River is going to be Harding Co. in a couple years if you keep it this way. NOT GOOD GFP!
Non-resident opportunity needs to be limited or restricted to reduce hunting pressure along with there being an
increase in the costs for a tag. The reduction in revenue from restricting tags can be offset by allowing the
251 purchase of preference or bonus points along with a significant increase in tag costs for those non-residents.
252 Limit nonresident antelope tags.
253 Time to limit non-resident archery hunters and raise the fee!
254 SHOULD NOT BE OPEN TO NON RESINDENT AND LONGER SEASON
Success rates are extremely low for archery antelope on public land. These antelope get smart fast with the
pressure, so changing anything resident related is not necessary. | am in favor of limiting non-resident tags first
and keep them in line with rifle tags, which | believe is 8%. \Also price should not be increased on antelope or
deer tags. $40 is some expensive meat when you get an average of 30lbs. Per average sized deer or antelope. A
lot of sd residents still hunt for food. Compare this to the $50 resident elk tag in Colorado, the meat per dollar
255 ratio is not close.
Seems we need to curb the non-resident licenses since that has been growing much faster than residents.
Antelope seem to be a more limited game animal that deer and might need a few less licenses. As a resident, |
256 would prefer that we cut back on non-resident tags.
blind hunting the waterholes really seems to move the antelope off the property,especially the public ground.the
257 antelope wont come and drink at night.
I have experianced the effect of having the archery hunters push the antelope from an area by there being a
258 hunter at every waterhole.
259 Leave it be if anything put a restriction on non resident hunting pressure but restricting residents is none sense




260

My experience has been that even if | find a antelope herd to try to set up on or decoy, nonresident hunters not
familiar with the ability for antelope to almost see your soul, ends up with someone on a road watching which
generally messes up my attempts.

261

I'm not much on leaving comments, but this time | have decided to. | don't have any issues with the number of
instate hunters, | think the current system for resident hunters is okay the way it is. What | am seeing more is the
out of state hunters, they come here because it is cheap to apply for a license compared to surrounding states,
same as for Deer, which | didn't leave a comment on that survey. A friend of mine was out archery hunting this
year and he told me where he went 9 out of 10 vehicles were out of state. | think you need to up the price and
availability for out of state hunters.

262

| would rather have a draw system to help pressure areas. Too many non residents in high pressure areas. |
would rather only draw a tag every other year and have higher success then deal with the amount of people that
are currently hunting public areas.

263

Definitely need to restrict the number of non resident licenses.

264

The states pronghorn population has been decimated. Allowing unlimited archery and mentor tags is going to
continue to destroy herds and the quality of game this state has to offer

265

I am an archery and rifle antelope hunter. In my experience, archery hunting antelope is the most disruptive
hunting | have participated in. Disruptive to the natural movements of the animal. Pressure on antelope alters
there movements and location very quickly....archery hunting is a high action high pressure sport requiring 10,
20, 30, 40 stocks. In my own experience and hearing of others it is not uncommon for archery hunters to shoot
at distances exceeding 50 yards significantly decreases the likelihood and ethical shot will be made. \\Due to all
of these factors | have recently withdrawn my interest in archery antelope hunting. | hope SD makes this and
archery hunting deer on public land areas like the the Ft Pierre grassland a more limited opportunity.

266

As the number of archery hunters has increased, fewer antelope are present on public land, and those present
tend to be very skittish.

267

I'd be a huge fan of eliminating nonresident antelope tags until the population comes back. It's a resource that
our resident tax payers support yet residents are limited in tags to support nonresident hunters

268

| have faith in YOU GUYS YOU'LL SCREW THIS UP TOO !!!

269

In my opinion, by issuing an unlimited number of no. Resident Archery Antelope (also Archery Deer) licenses, it
makes it harder for the Resident Hunters to find animals on public lands. More hunting pressure on the public
lands, pushes the herds onto private land. Private Land is becoming harder to access as more and more land is
either being leased by outfitters or leased by private party. For some of us, the only option we have is to hunt on
public lands.

270

Cap nonresident tags and make them apply for specific units. \Allow the first week of the season to be
nonresident only. The first 3 vehicles | saw this year were nonresident. They rarely have good etiquette. Also
need to make the harvest "horns taller than ears". Tired of seeing nonresident with tiny goats because that is all
they could get a shot on. Thank goodness the does are safe now.\Nonresident tags should cost more. Make them
buy small game before they can apply for big game or preference. This puts us in line with many western states. |
would not even be opposed to a resident increase. Especially if it goes toward good public access.

271

| do not hunt archery antelope, only rifle. But | have witnessed the archery pressure especially by nonresidents.
We must limit the number of nonresident archery hunters in some form. Perhaps similar to nonresident rifle
deer where only 8% of previous years total archery license sales are available by application for non residents.
Establish areas for nonresidents to apply for. Presently they are so heavily concentrated in certain areas of the
state. Example Harding County. Increase application fee or preference point purchase price to be more
competitive with surrounding states. $60-100 is not unreasonable.\The antelope population is very low state
wide and it may require closing certain areas or limiting total hunters in certain areas. The establishment of 3-5
zones would be appropriate and limit the total number of hunters for those areas. Thank you




Archery tags need to be a limited draw for both resident and nonresident just like a rifle tag. Archery hunters

272 currently have a free-for-all, while the rifle hunter pays the price of fewer and fewer tags
273 Limit the non resident tags and put them in a draw
Crossbows should be regulated more closely, only those who have a significant physical impairment should be
274 allowed to use crossbows.
275 To many none residents
276 provide reducuced landowner tags. LANDOWNERS MATTER is what your pamphlet says time to take action
277 very few antelope on public land
278 The out of state tags available to nonresidents need to be significantly reduced.
It would be nice to have the Non resident hunt be on a draw system. | have watched many YouTube videos with
guys just stoping in SD because ita€™s over the counter and also very affordable. It would be nice to also increase
279 the cost also. https://youtu.be/aRDtjXbBd7w\This is link to one of the YouTube video videos as an example.
I would like to see you sell fewer rifle tags and limit the tags you do sell to only one antelope, no more double
280 tags!
The number of antelope is WAY down in Fall River and Custer counties. This in NOT due to archery hunting. The
success rate of archery compared to rifle is huge. | feel that for 3 years we should have no rifle tags and no
281 nonresident archery tags.
282 They have pubic hunting but have to hunt on my land because | manage it to wild life to be abundant
Major problem is the transient nature of the population.\\Often times thered€™s a great excess of hunters in an
area with a paucity of animals.\\I do not feel that the quotas reflect the population in the area at the time that
the season begins.\\I have hunted the same area for many years and in an area where you have several hundred
permits, we do not see a single antelope.\\l am a lifelong South Dakota resident and field of the quality of
283 antelope hunting in our state has worsened every year [a€™ve hunted.
284 Limit the non residents to 8% like rifle units
I havena€™t archery antelope hunted for 5 years because there has gotten to be so many people on public lane
285 that it wasna€™t enjoyable anymore.
286 Many public land areas | do not hunt any longer due to the large quantities of nonresident hunters.
287 I truly believe that until the antelope numbers increase that archery tags should stay at buck antelope only.
Always anything that can be done to improve habitat is needed. Also increase opportunity to access public land
288 and public access to private land.
Our out of state tags are the cheapest around. The hunters don't contribute to the local economy because alot
of them camp because of the warm weather for season. Make the archery out of state $600 and sell less tags
but equate the same revenue by limit draw for out of state hunters. That's what Wyoming, Colorado, and
289 montana do
290 Leave resident archery hunting as is..make nonresident go thru a draw process limiting tags way down..
291 Too many archery tags are being given out and the public lands are being over hunted during archery season.
292 Cut non resident tags and increase price
293 We can no longer in anyway sustain unlimited tags for any species or weapon. Please stop. \Thank you.
294 Very disappointed with number of antelope that were on public ground
If this is that big of concern maybe we start by removing out of state tags and provide to residents first and if
thata€™s not enough then limit tags. | like hunting out of state myself but we need to support the residents
295 that support our state program
| dond€™t understand why you can hunt archery deer during the firearm season but cand€™t hunt archery
296 antelope during the firearm season. Why are they diffferent?




Sometimes the archery season is the only option | get to hunt with my out of state family if they are unsuccessful

297 in the rifle draw so | really don't want to see any archery applications change.
Non resident price to go up, limit \Non resident to public land if purchased before June 1 after that private land
298 hunting only.
Removing either sex licenses. Make them buck and doe specific. Not just antelope but all big game species. |
299 think that would make game and unit management easier.
300 Leave it alone
301 The herd numbers are down. Non-resident licenses need to be eliminated until they increase.
302 August is too hot to archery hunt.
303 Make archery a draw like firearm season with a quota for each unit.
If our resident youth can't even hunt mentor tags on public ground why on god's green earth are we letting 900
304 nonresident archers hunt it?
305 Hunting has become too crowded, need to reduce pressure somehow.
306 Raise the price for nonresidents
307 Always to many hunters on public land.
South Dakota must eliminate unlimited archery licenses for both deer and antelope. All western states manage
the number of archery hunters. South Dakota needs to start doing the same as our public lands are overrun with
308 resident and nonresident archery hunters.
309 None
SDGFP should raise the price on all non resident hunting and fishing licenses. If they want what the residents
310 opportunity then move to the state like the rest of did and pay taxes in South Dakota and enjoy resident benefits.
311 Should have a limited draw for Antalope
I think that the game and fish should ask the land owners how many liscence that should be handed out. We feed
312 the wildlife all year long. We know what the population is on our ranch. But no one asks us.
Thanks for the opportunity to comment. Changing to a buck only for ALL antelope permits is the way to do it
until the population exceeds objectives. 30-40 years ago our antelope population was outstanding.\\The main
issue is the Non-Resident pressure! That MUST be limited and require a draw. The leasing pressure non-
residents put on private land is cutting out residents. The public land pressure is even WORSE. Go ask residents
what they see in Harding, Meade, Butte and Fall River counties on Public lands.\\The increase the last decade is
313 staggering. Allow 8-10% of resident tags sold and cap it for a limited draw.
314 Why do we have the cheapest out of state tags in the country?
Send a warden to any of the big walk in areas in Meade Butte Perkins or Harding county and count how many
resident to non resident hunters you see. | was out there last year and it was ridiculous | will not waste my
315 money or precious time doing that again until something changes
316 Too many huntersd€; Number needs to be limited with an early deadline to apply.
Please keep the state wide unlimited license availability for both residents and non-residence. | dond€™t feel that
there is an overcrowding of archery antelope hunters in the state. In fact | rarely happen upon another archery
antelope hunter and when | do | simply move to another public or walk-in area. Thank you for the opportunity to
317 have my input recognized
To many archery tags for the few amount of antelope in your state SD plus with the cost of almost $300 for a
318 nonresident tag | will now only hunt every other year | have been hunting your state SD FOR THE PAST 30 YEARS
Do away with the unlimited tags. Sell a limited number of OTC licenses in June or July. First come first serve just
like Idaho does with their general deer and elk tags. This will ensure healthy harvest and also reduce pressure so
319 everyone has a more positive hunt.
The antelope numbers should directly affect the amount of tags given. If it needs to go to a draw to help the
320 antelope population, then so be it.




321

You could potentially try a draw tag system that would limit the number of hunters per year. From that last how
many years of traveling down to South Dakota and especially within that last couple times hunting, | have seen
and extreme decrease in the antelope numbers from what it used to be.

322

All the questions were social issues. My answers may be different if there was a biological reason for limiting
archery hunters.

323

I understand the social issues raised by the SDBI group but the Pronghorn population is currently stable and
unless there is another severe winterkill, there should not be a need to drastically curtail NR licenses.\Are
ranchers and outfitters being sampled regarding any proposed changes?

324

Having archery hunted antelope on public land every year since 2005, the antelope population is not what it once
was. The antelope population should be what dictates tag availability, not public land pressure. Restricting public
land opportunity without effecting private land hunters is unjustifiable and an unfair faux fix. If nonresident
hunters are the issue, a capped percentage of tags should be allocated for nonresidents, coupled with increasing
the nonresident tag price to make other states, further west, more attractive. Please don't penalize hunters
whose only option is to hunt public land, to fix a problem created by low antelope numbers. Use biologists to
dictate how many antelope tags should be given, regardless of public land vs private.

325

Make two seasons for Archery early and a later season

326

Restricting youth to private only is not a good idea.

327

Consider capping the total number of licenses available to past year when crowding was less. Make it a limited
draw for nonresident and resident and cap residents at 10% of the total. So if 2000 licenses were bought in 2017
then that is cap going forward and 200 would be available for nonresidents.

328

There should be a limited draw for non residents There should Limited draw on all archery big game hunting for
non residents

329

The non resident antelope license fees are too low compared to other states and should be raised. \There are
too many non resident antelope archery antelope bowhunters and this needs to be effectively addressed.

330

Part of the reason you are seeing an increase in non resident archery antelope is that you have made it more
restrictive for non resident archery deer. Antelope is the only unrestricted archery tag available over the counter.
If you make that a drawing also | will have fewer options and will only be able to hunt my home state every few
years. | don't see many other hunters because i walk in a mile to hunt antelope. \\I am really disappointed with
the changes you made to the non resident archery deer season. \| was a SD resident for more than 30 years and
hunted archery deer every year. | still like to come home to hunt but have almost no options for archery deer.
\\Why not offer long time residents (if they have moved) an opportunity to come home and hunt at least archery
deer during the usual season. | cant travel more than once a year and would like to hunt both archery antelope
and archery deer on the same trip.

331

How many days do archery hunters average hunting antelope?\What are archery success rates?

332

As a nonresident, our party liked the option to harvest a doe for 50 bucks and a buck for regular price when #s
are up.

333

Limit the rifle tags because they harvest way more antelope than the archers. Most bow hunters dont even get a
good shot during the season. | like that gfp stop the harvest of does, especially for rifle hunters. | hope you will
continue that practice for years to come. Decrease the non resident archery tags.

334

Cut the amount of out of state hunters.

335

Non-resident licenses should be eliminated. Antelope archery should be RESIDENT ONLY.

336

21years still with no elk tag, people with less years continue to draw before me, so does my opinion really matter

337

Far too many out of state licenses. Needs to be limited in number.

338

1a€™m sure GFP will find a way to ruin archery hunts the same way that it has ruined the ability to draw big game
licenses with preference points earned over years of applying only to have the costs skyrocket and the drawing
methodology change every applicationa€|.




339

The only issue is the amount of nonresident hunters coming in. Therea€™s plenty of public ground to hunt but
with so many non residents all season it makes for some hard chased animals and over run areas.

340

Might be good to start drawing like deer hunting. New equipment makes it more successful.

341

Over the last 5 years | have hunted Butte Co. The number of antelope has in my opinion decreased. | would
recommend decrease the amount of archery tags as well as rifle tags. More importantly the rifle tags.

342

public land gets hit hard

343

I am very happy with the resident archery antelope season as it currently is. | do feel very strongly that the state
of South Dakota should limit the number of non resident archery antelope hunters. Which would increase
opportunities for resident archery antelope hunters.

344

| quit hunting antelope three or four years ago to the how many nonresident where on public land. We only hunt
public and it was far to many. They are not respectful and all they want to do is fill a tag. Why Doesna€™t the
state of South Dakota rise the price of the non resident tag price or start limiting them

345

If archery hunters get a state wide tag so should rifle hunters. | usually hunt antelope every other year in the Fall
River because it takes a preference point or 2 to get a tag. Why are archery hunters given advantages that rifle
hunters are not. Make it FAIR!!!!

346

Have never hunted archery antelope and am too old to do so now.

347

South Dakota gets tons of press in the many hunting magazines | get about archery antelope. With added
hunters, the odds of more being killed is expected. | believe we should restrict archery antelope licenses to non
residents the same way we restrict pretty much all our non resident hunting licenses.

348

After many years | finally gave up archery antelope hunting due to the increased pressure.\Please limit the
hunting opportunities and give us back a decent experience. In the past 3 years 13€™ve seen far more non
resident hunters than | have residents

349

Make it a draw for non-residents.

350

Despite the concern over unlimited tags for NR, NR archers only harvest about 3% of the antelope taken in SD
each year. With the 25% success rate NR archers toll just over 200 antelope last year. In the years past its been
around 150 or less. So the concern raised is about an insignificant effect on the herd. Its really a concern about
someone hunting the SDBI areas that they like to hunt. Also, NR big game licenses increased by 15-16%
nationwide. This is expected to drop back down to pre-pandemic levels over the coming years. South Dakota is
my home state and | wish a small group of hunters wouldn't keep trying to give the state a bad name by creating
a perception that SD is anti-NR. Even though | didn't end up coming home after | retired from the Army, | still
consider myself a South Dakotan and don't like groups that sully the states reputation. | appreciate the
commission addressing this each time it's brought forward. | really appreciated the comment in July that perhaps
when a reasonable proposal is brought forward it can be discussed. Keep up the good work, but don't change
things for a small group. Almost everyone who commented during the July meeting was a member or board
member of SDBI even though they didn't identify themselves as such during their comments from what | heard. |
didn't listen to them all though so maybe some of them did.

351

I think it is a travesty that you there is little to no limitation in archery licenses when I look at the number of
firearm preference points | have across the board and am sitting out again this year with no tags. Considering the
technology in current archery equipment and the increase in number of participants paired with the limits put on
other methods, it needs to be better recognized the pressure archery hunting in putting on the resource.

352

Out of state hunters should have to draw for a tag and not be over the counter sort of speak

353

With declining antelope numbers and drought conditions, non resident antelope tags should be capped and not
offered unlimited opportunity to all non residents.




Why during the 39a41 draw last year was there only 1 non resident tag? My quick research shows 38 tags
available to resident hunters. 1 tag is far from the standard 8-10% allocation\\I think mandatory harvest
reporting and unit specific harvest quotas offers the d€cebest of both worldsd€e approach\\The hunters would
be responsible to check harvest stats before hunting each day to see if the a€ceunita€e has met quota, and they
have opportunity with a tag in their pocket, albeit maybe not in the unit they hoped for\\Also from my
observation when revenue generation is brought up | feel that rifle hunters bring far more to communities and
lodging. (The days are shorter and generally colder) less camping and the hunting days are over early enough to

354 get a quick shower and head in to restaurants for supper
I've hunted archery antelope the last 3 seasons. Never got one...seen lots of boats... never saw another hunter.
\I do have friends that occasionally get one. The harvest rates are so low why not get more guys in the field and
355 enjoy South Dakota as well as the gfp enjoy extra revenue
356 Had a good hunt
357 Balance out non-resident antelope tags borrowing from archery and adding to firearms tags
358 limit nonresident licenses and give out less residents also so it dosnt take so many years to get a rifle tag
I think all hunters should make it a point to get acquainted with more landowners and\establish a friendship for
359 hunting rights.
The unlimited resident and non-resident antelope archery tags are having a drastic effect on the firearms tags.
The archery antelope tags (resident and non-resident) need be a draw only just like the firearms tags. With
todays archery equipment, | would guess harvest success is fairly high. In the unit I apply for only 3 non-resident
firearm tags are awarded, meanwhile if you hunt with archery equipment you can hunt every year as a non-
360 resident. Level the playing field for tags between the archery hunter and firearms hunter. Thank You
| do not archery antleope hunt but did rifle hunt in 2019. Either way it's hard to imagine an increase of some
1500 licenses over a decade is causing a crowding issue. If the trend continues a way to better regulate pressure
361 would be beneficial.
Maybe limiting the number of non resident tags will decrease the pressure in certain areas and help the antelope
362 herd at the same time.
363 Do not have much of an opinion since | have not hunted archery antelope.
Goats get pushed off public land and then become very difficult to hunt because you can't get permission on any
private land. Plus when you go antelope hunting you see twice the number of non residents compared to
364 residents. Too many nonresidents hunting once again.
South Dakota is the only state that has unlimited archery licenses for non residents. Our antelope populations
365 have been in severe decline and we can't keep on this same path.
| would bet the number of Archery Antelope is dwarfed by the number of rifle antelope harvests. To affect the
366 herd viability then encourage more archery and limit gun tags
367 Working with landowners to open areas of their land. Kind of like the elk hunting access program.
Ia€™ve never harvested an antelope in all the years 1a€™ve hunted. As long as you bow hunt, the odds are
368 against you. A non-resident gun hunt would be nice. Maybe one per lifetime
I was turned down for rifle antelope this year. Dona€™t think\That archers should be able to get preferred
treatment when others dona€™t. If populations reduce the hunting opportunity, everyone should suffer
369 consequences.
370 Keep archery antelope as is
More Hunters and better bows being built all the time, increasing effective kill range resulting in large antelope
harvest. Only way to help the numbers is to have a draw for residents.. and lower the tag numbers that are given
out. Also out of state hunters need to be thinned out as well. Just my opinion,, Thanks Game and Fish. | know
371 ita€™s not a easy job.
| notice a much higher percentage of nonresident archery hunters than resident, | realize the income from this is
372 important but a date offset similar to the deer archery would give residents first crack at it




Keep the statewide option but limit the number of tags issued for both residents and non-residents, with no
more than 20% of allotted tags going to non-residents. Increase the price of tags for non-residents, SD is one of
the cheapest options for non-residents. With a limited draw, revenue could be generated through the purchase

373 of preference points.
374 Need to limit out NR hunters and increase fee for them.
How about basing the tags off of actual animal count numbers like the majority of the western states do. Having
a survey to let residents complain about out of state hunters is ludicrous. GF&P should be leading with data not
375 conjecture from residents.
376 ALL Archery tags should be limited draw just like rifle tags.
Raise nonresident license fees. Limit the number of non residents . | see alot of nonresident crossbow hunters
377 that should probley not have a crossbow. Seen 5 in one party a few years ago.
378 Make non-residents apply for a unit and restrict their access. Too many in Harding County.
As a nonresident hunter | appreciate the opportunity to archery hunt antelope in the state. In the past | have
tried to go hunting in the state at least once each fall. Firearms licenses for antelope and deer are harder to draw
as a nonresident so | have used the opportunities archery license provide to be able to come and explore South
Dakota. | appreciate having the licenses as a statewide license since it allows me to spend more time in South
Dakota. | don't get discouraged if an area has high hunting pressure, | just use it as an opportunity to go explore a
379 new area.
As an avid hunter overall | watch outdoor channels and other hunting companies and the state of South Dakota is
often talked about as being one of the most accessible states, with the "cheapest" non-resident licenses, and an
unlimited number. | support hunting and believe hunting is conservation. But either South Dakota starts charging
more for our licenses or we start restricting the number of non-resident licenses because people are coming
from everywhere to hunt here. Capitalize on this, charge more for these tags and help South Dakota's public
lands, our wildlife, and our economy. West River gets overtaken with East River people so limiting the statewide
380 tags to regional tags | think will help bring some control to West River being taken over.
Just a couple of comments: how successful are the archery hunters in harvesting antelope? Does effect the
total target for harvested antelope, i.e. what percent of the game take is by archers vs. firearm hunters? Is this
381 significant over the past three years as well?
382 One or two tag available draw lottery for Fort Pierre National grasslands archery antelope
Last few times antelope hunting, the amount of pressure theya€™ve seen before rifle is ridiculous. Almost
impossible to find them on public it seems and when you do they are skiddish. Wea€™ve had lots of long shots
383 the last few years to have success
South Dakota does a decent job about rewarding its residents except for in archery seasons. | feel like they
384 should limit the amount of nonresident archery tags given out.
385 No changes should be made
386 Increase the nonresident fees for all species. Neighboring states are much higher for nonresidents.
387 Keep status quo, encourage more hunters. We need to increase opportunities for the sportsman.
If this action is being taken due to hunter density in certain areas | understand. | have hunted in the Belle Fourche
area for the last five years. Number of hunters there has not been a problem. If this is more about antelope
population you might start with firearms permits. Getting an antelope with a bow is quite the challenge. | have
only been successful 2 of the 5 years | have been archery hunting. With todays equipment and the wide open
country firearms hunters have to be much more successful. Thanks for the opportunity to speak out. | hope to be
388 able to keep coming back to South Dakota to archery hunt.
389 90% of hunters we see are non residents on public lands/walk in. Reduce their tag quota.




390

The only good reason for change would be if pronghorn populations are being adversely affected. You don't
report that as being the case, only hunter density concerns. | assume 2020 and 2021 likely each set records for
number of licenses issued. Covid forced people to pursue new outdoor activities nationwide, all with record
numbers of participants. Before any drastic changes are made to the current license structure, | propose you
wait a few years to see if hunter numbers subside. In the area I've been hunting, pressure is quite low, and the
hunt is very enjoyable with lots of pronghorns found on public and private lands, and landowners very amenable
to allowing hunting. | assume most pressure is found in one far northwest County due to the amount of public
land and your agency's reporting of hunter harvest and animal densities in that County. There is no reason
hunters in any county should be restricted because of one county with excessive pressure. The only good reason
for any restrictions are significant declines in animal populations. Thank you!

391

Antelope numbers are very low. There are very large patches of public land out west however | see very few
antelope on these grounds. | am concerned not only with hunting pressure but also herd losses from poaching
and landowners that get tired of fixing the bottom wire on fencing. The unlimited youth $5 doe tags were also a
huge mistake and a little too late with the buck only decision this year.

392

I think unlimited non res archery is a mistake. Should limit to 500 or amount that the herd and land can bear.\Res
archery should be unlimited still.\Private land should not be restricted.\\Thanks

393

Statewide option is great, if you make people select it may lead to even more over crowding issues in the
northeast section of the state. | like having an over the counter option available. \\Archery antelope is a great
way to offer opportunity. If harvest is over objective, a mandatory harvest reporting and quota with shut down
would be a better way to achieve this objective, similar to how many black bear and cougar seasons are run in
other western states.\\Thanks for managing this resource to keep it available!

394

Make archery antelope a draw for non resident

395

Although | didn't hunt Pronghorn with archery equipment | have been in the western part of South Dakota the
last two seasons along highway 85. | did notice an abundance of archery hunters on that corridor. | have also
heard from other hunters who say there were too many hunters in the NW part of the state.

396

You need to limit non resident hunters. With limited public land it is insane that non residents have unlimited
tags available.

397

| have been archery antelope hunting every season for the past 8 seasons in South Dakota. The hunting pressure
overall has drastically increased, while the antelope numbers have seemed to drop off the face of the Earth. The
days of seeing 5-10 different herds of antelope in a unit on public ground have disappeared. | feel like the non-
resident pressure really shows its head early in the season and then drops off in September. The first two weeks,
we are one of the only hunting seasons in the midwest that is open, so non-residents have taken advantage of
that. We also give over the counter antelope tags at a heck of a discount compared to other states. | would
venture to say non-residents are 90% of the time hunting public ground. | think a non-resident draw with a price
increase may help relieve public land pressure. \\Archery antelope has been one of my favorite hunts every year,
but | think even | would enjoy a draw system for residents as well until antelope numbers can increase back to a
level that we can have unlimited tags. If we capped the archery tags at 1,000 total, non-resident and resident, it
may increase the hunters experience. | hate to see the animal | love hunting disappearing from South Dakota. |
think the buck only is a great idea and that we should stick to that for several years.

398

Keep public land public. Open accessibility within the state and to some landlocked areas (hopefully someday).

399

Sorry 1a€™m of little help. 1a€™ve never pulled a string.




400

As a nonresident rifle antelope hunter, | feel the hunting experience is being degraded and the quality of animals
will continue to decline with the overabundance of archery hunters taking far too many animals. As a result the
firearms hunters are suffering because of the major reduction in available licences beacause of that fact. My
home state of ND scrapped the unlimited archery permits for Resident and Non resident over 10 years ago, our
herd is small in comparison to MT, WY, and even SD. The quality of animals taken has improved considerably as
well as the quality of the hunting experience, with far less hunters in the field.\Hope to draw a pronghorn tag
again in SD one day, it used to be a Great place to hunt pronghorn, | hope your biologists can get it figured out
because the current management plan is a failure.\\Best regards, H#i## #. HiHiH

401

We need to limit the amount of nonresident archery hunters. Tags should not be over the counter for non-
residents. They should be required to apply for preference points. Archery equipment is improving and success
rates are rising because hunters have the ability to shoot up to 100 yards at their target if not over that. |
understand that this could potentially hurt the outfitting business but we need to keep the mindset of future
hunting at the forefront. Our antelope numbers are hurting worse than ever.

402

Would like to keep archery season open during rifle season. Also allow does to be harvested with archery tag.

403

I've noticed a very limited increase in the number of archery antelope hunters on the pulbic access land that I've
hunted for several years. | did notice a couple more hunters on the land or driving by in 2021, but it was not
significant.

404

Restrictions for non residents is a must.

405

LEAVE THE RESIDENT TAGS ALONE! Eliminate the unlimited non resident tags. | have personally been out west
hunting public land and have experienced a 15:1 ratio of non resident to resident hunters. | believe the fix
should be that resident tags remain unlimited and that GFP should create a Special Archery Buck tag valid on
private land only and make those tags unlimited. This would allow the landowners and outfitters to operate their
businesses as normal. The non resident general archery tags should then be capped at 8% as they are for the
rifle seasons. GFP could look at the previous years sales of resident tags and then allocate 8% of that number,
example 2500 resident tags, 200 non resident tags. Tag prices should also increase to bring South Dakota more
inline with other western states.

406

Dona€™t allow out of state hunters and give South Dakota residents who reside here more opportunity.

407

| would like to have the same input for archery spring turkey season. The problem developing for too many
archery antelope license being issued is the same problem Colorado and Wyoming now have with elk hunting.
Way too many hunters on public land.\There must be a way to limit the license and still be able to hunt every 2
or 3 years.

408

Limit out of state hunters

409

My opinion is limit the amount of non resident archery hunters or remove it for a few years to help population.
Also an idea would be to remove using artificial blinds for a time period to see if that has an impact on harvest
success rates.

410

Once again a cap NEEDS to be in non resident tags. | understand thata€™s where majority of revenue comes
from but in the past 3 years across all non caped license with archery deer, antelope and in general turkey license
the non resident is over running the state. Start doing a 10% cap on non resident tags for everything a non
resident can purchase. This is being said since | also think antelope and turkey numbers are down.

411

I've seen high numbers and low numbers. I've actually never taken an antelope over many years of trying. |
think the programs you have in place are good. There is not that much pressure on the antelope.

412

We need to cap nonresident archery Antelope licenses, this needs to be a percentage of the resident licenses
sold. Residents need to be limited as well, this population is hurting bad. | am willing to give up a over the
counter tag in order to get this population in check. We need better management and studies showing the
success rate of this. Our equipment isna€™t getting anymore worse ita€™s only getting better driving our success
rate up. Overall limit the number of resident and non resident tags. This population wona€™1 survive at this rate.




413

Open up the grasslands to be driven on so more coyotes get shot. Also start flying for coyotes again. Coyotes are
thicker then ever and mule deer and antelope populations are suffering. The grasslands unit has been closed for
12ish years and the population of antelope hasn't went up

414

Too many non residents on public land.

415

Too many nonresident hunters on public land.

416

What is the success rate for archery antelope? | suspect it is pretty low. Is the number of tags issued related to
lower population densities (harvest rates) or are recent lower numbers of antelope due to other factors such as
drought and low quality forage and severe hailstorms when fawns are little. In the last two years hunting on
private land | have seen no current year fawns and | see lots of coyotes. This land gets almost no hunter
pressure.\\Selfishly speaking, if animal numbers are low, residents should get most or all the tags. Isn't this the
case for elk?

417

| dona€™t archery hunt either antelope or deer so unless you change something with the rifle season, | dona€™t
know what the saturation of hunters is on public or private land in the archery area. Please dona€™t sell more
tags rifle or archery than we have animals to hunt like what happens with the double tags that kill off the deer
and antelope herds. As a landowner | dona€™t want to be overrun with wild animals but | still want to see them
and hunt them when | choose.

418

disappointing in access/ dissappointed in system or management

419

Restrict licenses if the population is down in areas but otherwise keep it the same as it is.

420

If numbers are down the first to go should be nonresident hunters other states make it difficult to hunt
nonresident and ita€™s a walk in the park In South Dakota

421

| believe more resident hunters have private land to hunt, while most nonresidents are crawling all over the

limited public land that we do have. | think limiting nonresident opportunity on public lands would be a good
idea to lessen the pressure those areas receive, and make it a better experience for the people who do hunt
public.

422

Way to many out of state guys hunting all public. It gets way to crowded. Maybe give residents two weeks before
non residents can hunt on public. Same as deer

423

The number of nonresident hunters needs to be limited on public land, the number of nonresident hunters
outnumbers the residents by far!

424

Though archery hunting has advanced quite a bit in recent years, archery antelope is still a very challenging hunt.
13€™m grateful for the experience as a resident to get to hunt them each year. \\If you were to do something
different for Non Residents: | would propose two archery tag options, 1st a generous quota of licenses that are
open to all land ownerships (public and private) via lottery. With a 2nd option for unlimited private land only
licenses. Of course only one license per person. \\Ia€™m happy with the current availability of licenses to
residents.

425

| think nonresident archery hunters need to be put on a draw basis and maybe held back a week or two to allow
residents to have a weekend or two before nonresidents show up.

426

i do not like that the sd game and fish changed the archery antelope license from a any antelope to a buck only. a
lot of things can go wrong when hunting with archery gear, antelope are herd animals. in the years before if you
missed a buck but hit a doe by mistake you would just tag the doe but now your a criminal. | really really do not
like this change

427

decrease the NR tags, they come out and shoot a mule deer and an antelope at the same time

428

I don't archery hunt but do rifle hunt antelope. Have for many years. | didn't draw a tag this year and wonder
why people from out of the area draw tags.

429

| think the antelope population is down the last couple years. | think the antelope herd is in trouble. | think there
should be a limited draw for non resident archery antelope hunters. | think there should be a increase in price on
non resident archery antelope license




430

As an out-of-state antelope hunter, | love the flexibility youa€™ve allowed by having licenses available over the
counter. It gives us a final option when wea€™ve failed to draw a license or licenses in other western states. |
understand however that overcrowding might be or become a problem in some areas which is not good for
anyone involved. Increasing license fees or limiting hunter numbers on public lands may be a necessary evil in
order to keep the experience positive for all. 477 e

431

Gee guys in the history of hunting has any hunter ever said d€cel sure wish there were more hunters on my
favorite hunting grounda€e? Of course not, point being the questions are really poor and slanted to a particular
view. Tags should get issued based on science and population surveysa€ | period. \\Dona€™t overreact to current
trends which are driven almost exclusively on the popularity of hunting on social media. This too will pass, the
sooner the better. The over commercialization of hunting will crash. For now a few very vocal resident hunters
are mad that they have to share publicland. Do not overreact to that.

432

There needs to be a nonresident draw date for antelope. | believe we are the only state in the west that doesn't
draw for archery antelope for both resident and nonresident liscenes. Limit the number of available nonresident
liscenes as well as resident. Also make it buck only.

433

Well personally where | hunt their is very little walk-in or public land.. but with in a 4 mile radius the numbers are
their. | had 6 or 7 different groups to hunt. But in the past few yrs the number of doea€™s | see with kids has
gone down do to predators. | know you guys fly our families property and shoot as many as possible Which
helps.

434

Thanks SDGFP!!!

435

Raise non resident price and keep the current OTC system.

436

I think the current system is fine. If you had to restrict the amount of hunters due to the number of antelope |
would start with nonresident and restrict archery to bucks only until the numbers increase.

437

Leave Archery Antelope alone and start cutting down on the number of rifle hunters.

438

Consider allocating archery antelope licenses similar to how firearms antelope licenses are allocated.

439

We need to limit the amount of nonresident archery antelope licenses and make it a lottery drawing. See way
more nonresident hunters than resident and they crowd public access thata€™s trying to be hunted by residents.
Way too dam many nonresident hunters!

440

Less non resident hunters please.

441

Last year, 2021, | drew west Harding buck/doe combo and hunted second week of firearm season. Glassed and
hiked high spots to look but the were no antelope on public. | was unsuccessful and saw 3 bucks. Every piece of
public had no resident archery deer hunters pushing game off public, like a lot of nonresidents.

442

Prices for non resident need to be increased

443

The survey didna€™t provide enough background to make informed logical choices. It brings many questions to
minda€”\What is the driving force behind the survey?\Has the current system directly caused a decline in the
antelope population on public land? \I do know 3€” Hunting Antelope on private land is very expensive , Public
lands make it possible for \An average person to participate in the hunting heritage- resident/non resident alike\l
do not believe public land is over saturated with archery antelope hunters.

444

Archery antelope would be significantly better if landowners were more open to letting archery hunters on their
land. Nothing GFP or hunters can do about this other than asking permission. It is what it is.

445

| feel we need to up the non resident price and make it a lottery drawing. It shouldnda€™t be so easy for non
residents to get a tag and hunt all of our public ground

446

SD needs to get rid of the OTC availability for non residents because we dond€™t treat our wildlife or natural
areas as a very sought after place, but simply a landing place for those passing through or people who
werena€™t successful in their actual destinations. This brings too many more people who have goals of simply
killing whatever they can and we need a balance of a€cemeata€e and a€cetrophya€e hunters. Also, the draw
needs to be much earlier so nonresidents have to make choices to apply for SD or not and not just use our
resources as a backup plan.




447

The majority of the antelope hunters | have encountered have been from out of state. If you hadn't told me the
actual number of licenses | would have said that you issue more out of state tags than in state! This has been in
both Buffalo and Fall River counties.

448

I think that unlimited archery tags for residents of SD is a great perk of being a resident of the state and that due
to the relatively low harvest percentages (less than 30% for the past ten seasons) of these hunts, that it is a
completely sustainable licensing option for residents only. While resident tags have increased two-fold over the
last ten years, non-resident tags have quadrupled and the application statistics show that it will continue to rise.
With the current state of the pronghorn herds and the slowly deteriorating status of the herds over the last ten
years, | think it makes the most sense to limit the non-resident tags to a limited draw.\\Additionally, $286 for a
non-resident tag is about $100 less than the median price for non-resident permits in other western states that
are already on a limited draw for non-residents. With the unlimited applications and relatively low license cost,
SD is too good of an opportunity to pass up on for non-resident pronghorn hunters. A limited draw and higher
tag price (to recoup some of the incurred losses of removing the unlimited tag) would be on par with the other
surrounding states. Thanks!

449

Resident only maybe? If not:\Highly recommend increasing price for all species nonresident licenses as
comparable to other states. Double or triple the cost of nonresident licenses.\\Start managing species for the
health of the herd and stop thinking about total revenue. Pheasant and pronghorn populations and opportunities
on public land is WAY down. Public land hunters are in opposition to current practice of catering to outfitters and
special interests. It should not be a pay to play and access opportunities for public hunting should be available for
future generations. Current approach to management is not sustainable to make this a reality.

450

Way too many nonresident archery antelope hunters.\\Remove nonresident tags completely, reduce number of
resident tags and go to a lottery system.\\We simply do not have the antelope numbers like Wyoming, Montana,
or Colorado.

451

| do not think having access units is going to help, that is only going to displace hunters to other areas. It would
wreck what little good antelope hunting there is for those of us who are willing to search for it. Should look at
forgetting about the money and reduce tags to what the population dictates. With advances in bows everyone is
becoming an archery hunter and taking too long of shots and resulting in a large number of wounded animals. |
archery hunt antelope almost every year but would gladly be limited to a draw if it would increase the quality of
hunt.

452

Antelope numbers fluctuate more from weather conditions than hunting pressure so | dond€™t think limiting
archery antelope hunters (resident or non resident) will have a big impact on the antelope population.

453

The resident licenses should stay the way it is but the nonresidents should go to a draw and should have a limit
for specific regions.

454

Need to limit nonresident tags like all the other states do.

455

The last few seasons archery antelope season has become a zoo. It is becoming increasingly difficult with the
amount of pressure on publicly accessible land. It would be nice to see some changes to limit some of the
pressure.

456

Over last6 years have not experienced any perceptible change in hunters in the field during our hunts on open
lands. It has continued to be a very high quality, low competition hunt.

457

Stop allowing so many doe tags.

458

This year was good to see the tags changed from a€ceany antelopea€e to d€ceany bucka€e. The only issue |
currently see is the high # of nonresident tags. Nonresidents accounted for 29% of tags allocated in 2021. Placing
a cap, something similar to the rifle tag proposal that was seen a few months back would be nice to see. In my
opinion placing a cap would help with the hunt quality here in South Dakota.

459

The NW corner of SD has gotten so many out of state hunters that it isn't enjoyable to archery hunt it any more.




460

There needs to be more public ground with sustainable habitat. A lot of public ground is over grazed and useless
for the outdoorsman. Perhaps the increased revenue from all the tag sales could go towards increasing the
opportunity instead of decreasing it?

461

Cost for nonresident licenses need to double. Nonresident permits are to inexpensive. Also need to limit
nonresident tags. \\I skipped archery antelope hunting this year because of the hunting pressure. Way to many
out of state license plates hunting the limited public land that hold antelope. | understand GFP likes the revenue,
but something has to change. This view also stands for archery deer as well. Way to many nonresident hunters
pressuring public lands.

462

please lower the amount of nonresident licenses

463

Because antelope more around a lot need to have the opportunity to move with them

464

I hunt all public walk in access, BLM, etc. | appreciate not having to draw and being able to know | will get a tag.
I hunted 2019 and 2022 seasons. While | saw more hunters, most don't get more than 100 yards off the road, so
hunter density didn't seem to bother the antelope.\\Thanks for all your work and providing lots of hunting
opportunities for non residents.

465

The population was already low and was not a very good hunt in 2021. Could be why hunters are complaining.
There is plenty of room for that many archers. If anything, limit the nonresidents. | have hunted that archery
season for many years. It is a good deal

466

Make nonresident archery antelope tags a draw, rather than OTC. Cap the number of nonresident archery
antelope tags, | dond€™t have a number in mind

467

There are plenty of archery antelope hunters [a€™ve seen in the 4-5 years hunting archery antelope. | would like
to see more in state hunter than out of state hunters have access to our SD benefits. We hunt 2-3 days during
the week and 2-3 days of the weekend and it gets to be pretty crowded come Friday afternoon in Harding
county. We see quite a few out of state hunters. On another note | think there are quite a few unethical archery
hunters. 2 years ago we brought home 7 antelope rifle hunting and 5 of them had been hit previously and had to
discard atleast 5 quarters of meat. Thata€™s archery hunting, however the wounds were not even close to the
vitals. Just commenting on the past couple years as |13€™ve been hunting the western counties since the late
803€™s and have seen a lot.

468

I would say to keep your license sales up, which I think is a great option. think about limiting a license to only be
good for 1 week of the season, ( maybe this option could be applied to WIA or public, private land could be the
whole season) you could keep the number of hunters but limit the time we spend in the field, those that like
waterhole hunting would pick an early license, those that prefer decoy hunting, or cooler weather would more
than likely hunt later. \That way you could keep your revenue to pay for the WAI which is a great program.

469

Similar to my response for the deer survey. We are one of the last states to allow "unlimited over the counter
tags" and they come at a steal of a price. Why are we so good to non-residents all while their state does not treat
SD residents the same. Other states non-resident tags (even for archery) are on a draw system and are a fortune.
Yes | understand that it brings in a lot of money, but it's the SD tax payer that truly funds most of the system. Do
a limited non-resident draw of 300-400 tags and charge $300-$400. \\GFP is concerned about the doe and fawn
population. | have been out hunting antelope for 6 full days this season in Fall River and Butte counties and the
antelope populations are FLOURISHING with fawns and does. This year is the first year that it is a buck only tag.
I'm all for fair chase and protection of the breeding stock, but archery antelope success rate is so low as is. Make
the archery tags "any antelope" and keep rifle tags as buck only. It is a feat to even get in to archery range of an
antelope, buck or doe.

470

When | was in Harding county over archery opener last year, the county seemed over ran with non resident
antelope hunters. They were everywhere. | think that limiting and/or distributing non-resident pressure would
better allow residents to use OUR game resources

471

Increase the license fee for out of state license




472

With the current amount of archery antelope hunters antelope are being pressured for 3 months straight. There
are too many archery hunters and with the advancements in archery technology | believe it has made archery
hunting easier and people are now able to make further shots. Limiting the archery tags to buck only was a nice
effort to limit the amount of archery antelope that are being harvested but | believe any antelope with horns is
being pursued and harvesting too many bucks. | have seen the quality of bucks in the portion of the state drop. |
contributed this to both archery and rifle hunting. Too many tags for both.

473

Numbers should stay same with restrictions only coming by the time that they buy the tag ( if not purchased by a
specific date they will be private land only ) \\\Do not reduce number of tags but increase NR fees\\Make them
purchase small game to purchase a big game tag \\Be need a balance of NR and Resident tags to pay for things.
\\If you would get your rifle tag figured out for both Res and NR we would have plenty of money and plenty of
animals to hunt. \\You guys continue to piss things down your leg and over the last 4 -6 years SDGFP has gone
from an organization that | was dam proud of and bagged to NR about to changing a conversation to zebra
mussels..and how well thatd€™s going. \\I actually hate filling these out as the GFP twist the Info collected and
resulted in Chage of rifle tag draws and mismanagement. The current admin is out for big money and not the
Resident hunter. \Honestly try and tell a father of 4 in todays world to afford and get access for their kids to hunt
&€, your orgs plan to bring the next gen into hunting isnd€™t here. And within a few more short years Resident
tags will be $100 each pushing any average Joe out.

474

The only reason the archery hunters are going up in number is because they get a tag unlike firearm hunters.
There aina€™t no legal way on public land that they filling there archery tags. The state of SD cares more about
making money than managing wildlife.

475

Leave it alone!!!

476

Limit nonres and start a draw

477

| have been hunting the same buck all season and have had out of state hunters intentionally interfere in my
hunt while mid stalk. A grey chevy pickup with New York plates with 2 archery hunters. A silver Ford with a
Nebraska archery hunter and a black truck with Missouri plates. | have not seen any resident hunters but have
been anywhere from 96 yards to 27 yards from my target buck while getting interference from non-resident
archery hunters.

478

Access is a pain, landlocked parcels may as well be on the moon.

479

Way too many NR hunters in the NW corner. We need NR limited quota Archery licenses done by county.

480

Ideally I believe it should move to a draw system and have buck and doe tags available. SD is becoming one of the
only remaining OTC states for antelope causing increased harvest. It should a county specific unit and be a draw
system with landowner preference similar to the rifle system.

481

Once again this should be based on the population of the antelope. Taking hunter opinion is not a proper
practice in managing animals.

482

As a nonresident hunting your state | believe if you keep changing everything you will have less people hunting
your state including me.

483

Every time 1a€™ve gone out west archery hunting 9 out of 10 vehicles we are hunting are out of staters. |
dond€™t understand how they have unlimited access to tags and how they only pay 120$ a tag. But if | was to go
out of state to Colorado or Wyoming | have to have preference points and pay 300-500 for a tag. | know a€ceout
of staters bring a lot of money ind€e but | think they need to be restricted more and pay more money. The
systems not right now and needs to be fixed.

484

It seems that most of the antelope are taken during the rifle season. | think thata€™s where your issues are.
Shorten that season and eliminate the any antelope tags till the heard comes back

485

If we are reducing the amount of tags and buck only we should greatly reduce the out of state tags. If we
don3€™t have enough tags for our own residents we should t be allowing that many nonresident tags




486

Please limit the number of non-resident archery antelope tags. Create a draw for non-residents and increase the
cost of those tags. Non-residents will pay more for out of state hunting trips just like SD residents will when
traveling to other states for various hunting opportunities. I'd suggest keeping the tag availability the same for
residents but maybe begin using preference points for access permits for over-pressured areas. I'd also suggest
keeping the Buck Only tag for archery and rifle antelope indefinitely.

487

Need more public ground

488

Allow archery antelope hunting during the firearm antelope season while restricting the use of decoys by archers
during this time and also requiring archers to wear blaze orange. Enact a lottery draw for non resident archery
antelope permits.

489

Restrict non-resident hunters to bucks only, within a certain size class, on private land and develop more
antelope populations east river by actively reintroducing and managing multiple significant herds east of highway
281.

490

Need to limit the non resident hunter. [ta€™s an invasion, and not enough animals right now to maintain a
growing and healthy herd.

491

The state and tribe are both issuing tags where | live. Thered€™s too many tags being sold.

492

I think there needs to be better ways to get to some public land that is land locked seems like a waste of tax
payer money if it can't be accessed why would it be p7blic.

493

Everybody should have an opportunity to hunt antelope or deer. | think each hunter should get to choose
archery or rifle but not both.

494

By the time rifle antelope season is upon us the biggest bucks have been harvested by untrained archers. Either
wounded by unrealistic shit takers and/or harvested. Either way they are mostly dead. If | want a chance at a
trophy | need put more time into archery | guess. | meet so many people bragging about 80 yard shots and the
big one they killed. But they never tell me of the multiples they wounded. The modern bow and arrow might as
well be a rifle. And those archers deplete the resource for anyone who follows. Especially on public land!

495

Due to cheap out of state license fees and unlimited archery tags SD is drawing a proportional amount of out of
state hunters

496

The success rate for archery hunting has increased with the tools that are available now days. d€cePrimitive
weaponsa€e arena€™t all that primitive anymore but tag availability and season lengths haven3a€™t been
adjusted accordingly.

497

Ia€™m a guide and outfitter in SD.. i do see a ton on non residents driving around in Harding county from MN,
WI, TX, WV, Ml and elsewhere.. we have a pretty special resource and next year i have hunters coming from
Canada and Finland as well as PA and NY.. i think the only thing to discuss is the trespassing on private lands
versus walkin.. many hunters come with thoughts that if ground is not marked its huntable.. some states have
paint a tree or a post purple and its considered posted.. this would be more economical than buying posted signs

498

It does seem like there was a ton more nonresident archery antelope hunters around this year than resident on
public land. We were in Harding and | believe we only saw a couple of SD license plates at public lands. | would
say 70% or more were from out of state. I&4€™m not sure how to combat this, maybe raise tag prices and/or
make it a lottery for archery nonresident could work. | think the same could apply to nonresident archery deer
tags as well.




499

Simply make all antelope hunters draw for an antelope tag for a particular unit. Then allow those tags to be
hunters choice, meaning the hunter could choose to fill the tag via archery during the archery season or via rifle
during the rifle season. Biologically it makes sense because gfp could issue a specific number of tags for a specific
unit and there would be a higher chance of it being filled because a hunter could choose to use more weapons
during more seasons to fill that individual tag. All hunters would be happy because it would increase number of
tags available per unit, and hunters would get to choose what weapon, season, dates they wanted to fill their
tag. If you stick with current distinction between archery and rifle tags, then please add an additional season for
muzzleloaders. Inevitably | have zero faith gfp will make any significant changes (I used to work for the dept and
management didna€™t want my opinions then so I3€™m sure they dona€™t want my opinions now). This whole
a€oesurvey the public for their opiniond€e is nothing more than for show.

500

Public lands in western South Dakota see a ton of pressure from antelope hunters, South Dakota should raise
prices for tags and limit out of state hunters like many other states do.

501

Limit non-resident hunters first and foremost regardless of the increased income their tag purchase generates.

502

I think the archery hunting pressure on antelope is coming close to no longer being sustainable. | think it is time
to make archery licenses limited draw for specific hunting units.

503

If hunting private land only, leave accessibility alone as the issue may be only on public land. I hunt a large tract
of private land with my don and we are the only two bow hunters on it. We have occasionally hunted walk in
land and there may be an option to cap the number of licenses available each year on public land. | think most
ranchers dona€™t allow over access at all and many allow no or very minimal access anyway. Why if | restrict
myself to private land should | be required to go to a draw system statewide??

504

I hope the gf&p are watching the fire danger

505

I have not archery hunted antelope in South Dakota. | have rifle hunted antelope after drawing with 5 preference
points. | would like to see continuing to offer statewide archery options for non-residents as it currently is. The
increased numbers in 2021 is common nation wide due to COVID-19 and | feel the department should make
comparisons for a few years as things settle to see if the trend will continue or drop back to previous levels.

506

Non-resident tag numbers should be limited or put to a draw.

507

I don't live close so for the last few years | had a license but didn't get a chance to travel out to hunt. \\Question.
Of the increase how many are new residents? How many are students? \\Still I'd advocate that SD stop
promoting the sport. Also the outfitters (money) has ruined hunting for most people BUT it has been very good
for a few. If I had that kind of disposable income perhaps I'd feel differently. But | see good ground pulled from
walk in and in some instances | see it snapped up by outfitters.  \\Do a lottery draw for antelope. Limited
resource limited access. Do a lotery. \\Limit number of nonresidents and up tag fee. \\I know they pay more
and some see them as a better asset for tourism revenue. |say BS. | pay my property and Sales Tax in SD. | pay
a lot and those visitors don't. So please stop being a doormat to outfitters & out of state hunters. \\The 'good
old days' for hunting are over. The economic impact is going to stay static for a very long time at this point.

508

Sda€™s unlimited archery license availability for non-residents is becoming a serious pressure issue for public
lands antelope herds. Non residents have flocked to sd as the farthest east state with unregulated licenses over
the countera€|.we are the only state going about out of state hunting in this fashion and our opportunities are
being diminished on public lands from all the non res pressure. Antelope and deer numbers in public land areas
are being severely affected negatively by ever increasing nonresident huntinga€ | please start managing the
resource for the animals instead of GFP funding considerations.




I would also like to see a set date like Wyoming does Aug 15th, Ia€™m not say this is fair but SD does it with
pheasants and deer already as residents we get first crack at critters then nonresident get to hunt even if
nonresidents cand€™t hunt the first 2 weeks of archery antelope they still have a more than generous amount of
time! | did not even see a SD resident hunting on opener and the animals were well pressured it seemed b4
opening day other than that there | would always like to see my tag as a OTC ita€™s already hard enough to draw

509 tags out west (elk,Black Hills Deer etc)
My interaction with other hunters on public land during archery antelope has been very low. | feel there are
510 those resident hunters who are the squeaky wheels would only be happy with no one else hunting anywhere.
511 Allow hunters over 65 to use a crossbow.
512 Way too many out of state hunters due to unlimited tags.
513 Make tags buck only. Take away nonresident tags. Protect the herd for the people of South Dakota.
514 None
Too many out of state hunters take over the public land and push the animals onto private land. There needs to
be a limit to out of state licenses. Turn it into a draw with the same amount of licenses available as there are in
the rifle draw and restrict them to the county they draw. There also needs to be a significant increase in price of
515 the nonresident licenses.
516 I have been going for 2 years and | did not compete with a bunch of other hunters on public ground.
Antelope hunting in south Dakota is a great opportunity to explore and experience the state. Being from North
Dakota it is a pleasure and privilege to be able to purchase a tag OTC. | am thankful for the opportunity. | enjoy
517 the ability come down to hunt and visit the area.
Leave the number of resident antelope hunters be, it's only doubled. Look at the non-resident number that's 4x
518 as high and cut that back in half. Then come back in a few years to see where we're at.
Covid got people outside again and probably caused interruptions in peoples vacation plans, so they went
519 hunting, and hunted more. | wonder if the increase we're seeing is the top of the bell curve.
520 Raise the ridiculously inexpensive non resident archery tags across the board
521 N/A
Continue to use hunter survey to evaluate number of antelope harvested, # of days hunter, etc. See what % of
hunters who purchased an archery tag actually hunted during the archery season. Perhaps purchase numbers
went up due to accessibility of tags, but actual hunter numbers in the field, for one reason or another, didn't rise
522 as much as license numbers did.
Something like what is done for nonresident deer could be considered - that is, make non-residents who want to
hunt public land put in by April. This would rule out the people who last minute decide to come to SD after they
523 dona€™t draw other tags.
524 no more than 8% non-residents in ANY season
We have private land bordered on two sides by public land. It is along a county road so we have hunters driving
on the road and stopping to look and waiting for the antelope to leave our land and go on the public land. |
525 known there is nothing | can do but still upsets me to put it mildly.
Decreased numbers of antelope and increased numbers of hunters is causing problems between hunters and
land owners. With the large decrease in antelope numbers, the season should be closed for everyone for a few
years in order to allow the herd to recover. | would rather wait a few years and have great hunting opportunities,
526 then hunt every year for decreased numbers with growing pressure.
Over the past 3-5 years | have hunted antelope via archery and on both public and private and | have never
527 bumped into another hunter. | have hunted the peak of the rut for the past 3 seasons.
Popular public land areas in certain areas of the state have become so highly pressured that it seems only right to
put some sort of system in place to reduce the number of hunters in those areas and disperse the hunting
528 pressure more evenly across the unit




529

877 non-resident antelope licenses is a fairly small number, given the vast nature of the Buffalo Gap National
Grassland (nearly 600,000 acres). That's about 1 non-resident hunter for every 684 acres. The acreage available
increases if you count other public areas and private land that provides permission. Don't limit tags - just increase
the price so it reflects that value of the game animal. Wyoming charges $326; Colorado charges $420, but
includes a fishing license, and the list continues. It seems like residents are complaining and want the GFP to
regulate the quality of their experience, which is effected less by non-residents and more by skill and
commitment.

530

Too many non-resident antelope hunters. Need to decrease the licenses, especially with the antelope population
in decline, and the limited amount of public land that has antelope herds.

531

Last year sd resident got all the tag and destroyed the herd. And non resident got hardly any tags same as this
year. Where | hunt only 3 tags. Bs. What we pay for tags there should be more for non resident and cut the
resident tags. If and when | draw a tag it will be my last. 1a€™m to old and probably wona€™t draw in my life
time anymore. Also any rancher receiving any substance from government there land is open for public hunting.
Also they are blocking roads to public and needs to be open for access. Bs. Blocked with fences power polea€™s
S0 you cana€™t access. This needs to be addressed

532

I love hunting south dakota and the biggest draw for me in the state is the ovsr the counter tags. If yougotoa
draw system i would prob visit south dakota alot less.

533

| dond€™t believe any non resident hunters should be allowed for antelope or deer

534

Make antelope tags the same as Wyoming, tags valid for archery and gun season. Have dates to allow archery
harvest and then close it for rifle season. And do herd counts every year like Wyoming. Not every 3.

535

While certain areas had higher hunter densities, we were able to find areas with little to no pressure.

536

As a nonresident | would be open to restricting hunters to less that a statewide area in order to manage pressure
in certain areas whether that would be by regions or access permits. | would suggest that any access permits be
open to drawing prior to the requirement of purchasing a tag so south dakota does not end up like Montana's
deer and elk draw. \\As much as it would negatively impact me | would even be open to limiting nonresident
archery tags though they are pretty low already. What | would be most opposed to would be limiting the
opportunity of a tag holder because they are a nonresident. Particularly when those restrictions are placed on
Federal public land. Opportunities once a tag is draw should be a level playing field with the exception of using
state owned land for the benefit of its residents.

537

Too many #i#t#H#Ht people! Within the last few years it has become the rifle season! So many people that the
pronghorn run when a vehicle slows, not stops! Another thing that chaps my ### is calling the pronghorn

538

Doesn't help these bozos are cawing about how easy it is to get a tag all over YouTube @thehuntingpublic

539

Too many antelope hunters. With the herd numbers not even anywhere close to the goal, there should be no
reason nonresidents can buy over the counter archery tags when states with far more antelope donda€™t even
allow this.

540

Limit the tags provided to hard hit units and greatly decrease the non-resident opportunities for those same units
as well. Would prefer if non-residents had a draw system for tags while residents could still obtain the state wide
tags with some units requiring a drawn access permit.

541

Na

542

Do. Not. Mess. With. Archery. Tags. Archery equipment is hard hunting and the only way to guarantee tags for
this of us who like to hunt! The reason wea€™re in this great state!

543

For all seasons the number of people hunting public lands seemed to increase. Seen more non resident hunters
on public then deer or antelope.




544

| feel archery antelope is extremely hard and | believe the success rate is very low. Having said that in my
personal opinion, when | drive through the western part of the state | do not see nearing as many antelope as |
did before the last big blizzard in October back in 2010. The numbers just haven't rebound. Archery can be left
alone. Rifle is where the tags need to be scaled back to get the numbers up just a little. 1 know in some areas
ranchers want the numbers reduced yet but as a sportsman let us control the population by being more
strategic with rifle tags.

545

Decrease the number of non resident tags if there are leftovers then give them to non resident hunters or get rid
of non resident hunters all together they dona€™t pay taxes in this state and there is too much competition for
resident hunters

546

Limit the use of horses for decoying/stalking up on antelope to discourage this practice from growing. | feel like
it leads to more and longer shots being taken and the increase in harvest numbers.

547

| quit hunting antelope due to the number of out of state hunters and do not plan to waste more time and
money trying to hunt antelope when the out of state hunters screwed up more than half of my stalks or set ups
the last two years | hunted. | used to think we were blessed with the amount of pressure we did not have. now
it's a curse. same thing with archery deer hunting...| now am relegated to a few small private areas to hunt
archery deer due to the influx of out of state hunters flooding into, what used to be, very good public areas,
which are struggling to remain mediocre. not impressed.

548

| believe Non-Resident archery tags should be limited draw lottery while Resident tags can remain unlimited. This
seems to be consistent with neighboring states. In my experience, strictly on Public Lands, | see more pressure by
out of state hunters whom do not respect the land in the same way that South Dakota hunters do because it is
not their "backyard". | believe out of state hunters should still have archery opportunities in our great State,
however, be more controlled and limited. Western style archery hunting has become and will continue to
become more popular as it is promoted on youtube and other social media outlets.

549

Too many non resident hunters tags given out

550

I would like to see the option of getting more than one tag.

551

I live in western SD and would say | have not noticed a high amount of pressure for archery hunting with either
deer or antelope. If you're willing to go more than 50 feet off the side of the road you pretty much have the place
to yourself.

552

Public land access is the only way | have hunted for 10+ years. Access to these areas with the amount of tags that
are available now are the only way |, along with my husband are able to hunt.

553

Keep the doe tags away. | think thata€™s a good start. We dona€™t need people harvesting does until the
population is back to where it should be. | think archery hunting goats is pretty tough, and | would hate to lose
the opportunity at a bow tag. From what | have seen on social media, and | also agree with it, we should treat our
residents first before non-residents. Make the non-resident goat tags an auction or bid. | live east river, and
spend thousands of in state dollars every year just traveling out west. | dona€™t feel like | should lose the
opportunity at a tag because someone from another state wants to come and hunt one weekend out of the year.
Obviously times are tough, but you have to take care of your own first. The other idea could be better counts in
each county. Last year alone there were 150 antelope tags in North Perkins. | drove through the whole county
and | dona€™t think ita€™s possible that there were 150 mature goats available to harvest. What if there was a
way for landowners to sell the tags like there is in other states? | dond€™t know much about that, and it would
have to be regulated pretty hard, but most of the antelope stay on the same quarter of land 75% of the year
unless they are pushed out. Give out tags to pieces of land that have goats. | was in Perkins county September 3-
5 and noticed the numbers were roughly the same as last year.

554

Archery antelope should be a limited draw for each specific area just like the firearms season. This will eliminate
the over harvest in high density populations.

555

Should leave archery antelope. A buck only tag.




556

Not a preference point, only a random draw. | don't care how the resident draw is, let them have all the
unlimited they want for now, but for non-resident (which | am) if we draw and are successful, we have to wait 1
year before they can apply again. If they are unsuccessful, then they can re-apply again the following year. |
would say the same goes for resident draw as well if they are hunting on public land only if there starts to be
more hunters in the prairie.

557

South Dakota archery antelope is a unique opportunity that we are fortunate enough to be able to have access
to. | believe the only issue we have is the surge in out of state interest due to social media. | would suggest
increased fees for out of state licenses or to change it to match our out of state deer draw where there is a
limited time an out of stater can apply and get the tag or require the out of staters to have a short one week
period during opener and one week leading up to rifle during the rut to hunt. | would like to see resident archery
remain unchanged. \\Thanks

558

If you must regulate archery permits by zone, please consider doing it by opening date rather than by a cap on
total permits. This could be accomplished in a simple manner for archery by granting the first 50 or so applicants
the earliest opening date and the next 50 5 days later and unlimited tags 10 days later for each zone. All licenses
would be valid to the end of the season except during firearms season. This would enhance hunter experience by
reducing the opening day mob scene along with reducing the chances of shooting an antelope that has been
running, ruining the taste. This would simplify the application as well, eliminating the need for choosing first and
second choices and applying for several different draw dates. There would be no need for groups either, since
they could all go together when all the members tags became valid, and/or separately when each person's tag
became valid. \Super simple:\1. Apply for a zone.\2. Start from the date marked on the tag. \3. Enjoy the
experience and tasty meat.

559

Way way way too many archery antelope hunters given the number of antelope in the state. For the amount of
quality antelope habitat we have our numbers are not good. please reduce the number of available tags. |
support a draw for archery antelope for both residents and non residents with different units available. Also
create some trophy management areas \\\Additionally look at doing the same for mule deer. We are one of the
only states that are otc. Reduce the number of available non resident tags, make archery mule deer a draw for
both residents and non residents and allow non residents to archery hunt Sept 1where the odds of harvesting a
mature deer is higher. Also create some trophy archery mule deer draw areas like the 35L but lower the
allocation the number is way to high

560

Antelope populations as far as | can tell have taken a huge hit in South Dakota the last 3 years. It is really
disappointing to see the barren landscapes that have resulted from poor management on SDGFP part in my
opinion. | think that rather than "access permits" we should just move away from a guaranteed archery tag and
make it a lottery just the same as rifle seasons.

561

Enjoyed the opportunity to hunt antelope in SD and did not feel that any changes need to be made, In the area
we were hunting there did not seem to be an over abundance of hunting pressure at all.

562

The price of a non-resident archery antelope tag needs to increase to be more in line with what the other
neighboring States are charging.

563

No doe tags or have to draw for doe tags

564

Nonresident antelope tags should be removed completely. As a taxpaying resident that has applied for an
antelope tag for 4 years in a row without being selected | don't believe that allowing nonresidents unlimited tags
makes any sense or sits well with me as well. Obviously, if it is this difficult for residents to draw tags than the
current population does not support nonresidents hunting access.

565

| would support a cap on the number of nonresident archery Antelope permits to keep hunting pressure and
harvest numbers in line with the number of the Antelope population during a given season. | feel this would be
the best way to preserve your great Antelope hunting opportunity for future generations and for todays hunters
alike.

566

Too many rifle tags has ruined all antelope hunting




567

Over the past 8 years | have noticed antelope numbers decrease. | would like to see a decrease in pressure but |
fear residents will be affected at the same time or prior to non resident hunters. | would suggest a limit on non
resident hunting before making changes to any resident hunting options. Also a potential increase in cost for non
resident fees. We are the closest state for any non resident coming from the east for archery antelope
opportunities and also close to the cheapest.

568

I archery hunt antelope every year in a public area that sees a few other archery antelope hunters. | end up
competing more with resident archery deer hunters during that season who are not going after the same
specifies, but are impacting the pressure on the animal making them more challenging to hunt.\\It is my opinion
that the department needs to be implementing changes based on science and biological impacts on the species
for the betterment of the species.

569

Ia€™ve hunted the same area since 2010. In that time | have only seen a small increase in the number of hunters
since | started. However the the number of antelope in the area is dramatically less. And has decreased every
year since 2012. \| decided not to antelope hunt this year because the numbers were so low.

570

It could just be where and how | hunt. But | never run into other archery antelope hunters

571

i only hunted antelope one year on private ground. Been out a couple years on whitetail/mulie/archery deer and
seen decent numbers of antelope -harding county. i would protect your resources by limiting out of state
hunters, both archery/rifle. im from Wisconsin and we can see 1st hand along with DNR screwups, on what it
does to our states hunting! You have a good thing- protect it! Your locals can only provide you the best survey as
they see day in/out on whats going on...their opinion matters most!...thank you

572

| have never hunted there during archery season so | don't have a lot of skin in the game. | do think in the units
with lots of public access you need to limit hunters but in the private dominated landscape the private property
should limit the hunters.

573

Leave it the way it is.

574

Provide opportunities for residents first then non-residents. Dond€™t make this a money making issue.

575

I am in favor of restricting the number of resident and nonresident archery permits in order to ensure a healthy
pronghorn population. | am also willing to pay more for my tag.

576

Leta€™s be honest. The number of antelope available is significantly lower in numbers in the past 5 years.
Ita€™s time to do something to get the numbers back up. This year we went to bucks only and the numbers are
down by area. Thata€™s a change but not enough. The number of archery tags should be limited by area at a
minimum and harvest data should be screened more completely for wounded numbers. | would like to say that
most hunters are honest and only shoot good shots but that is not what | have seen.

577

Archery Antelope is no easy task. Look at the kill statistics. Keep it buck only until numbers start increasing. If
you feel the need to limit tags start with cutting down on the rifle season.

578

| only hunt antelope with a firearm so | dona€™t have a lot of experience in Archery antelope but from what | can
tell it seems that the availability of tags and the fact that they are valid for any unit seems a bit much. | would
recommend the use of smaller units for archery hunting and maybe combine multiple firearm units to make up a
archery unit. However ita€™s deemed best but just that they would be smaller units than they currently are.

579

Make nonresident a draw. Not automatic. While the money is good for the state, our animal populations
dona€™t support the same amount of permits that they used to

580

This is a limited resource and should be managed scientifically by managing the number of hunters. The quality
of South Dakotaa€™s antelope has severely declined right along with the quality of the hunting experience.

581

The antelope population is impacted more by rifle hunters than archery hunters. The department needs to stop
causing large population declines by over harvesting does. Harding county had a healthy population of antelope
previously. Last year in an area we would typically see 100 antelope we only saw 7.

582

Don't hunt them so | have no opinion




| believe this influx in hunters is due strictly from COVID 19 and the inability to travel to Canada where a lot of
people spent their vacation time hunting and fishing... NO one bear, moose, deer, or elk hunting hunting, or
fishing, in Canada added a lot of people to the mix that would ordinarily not be there. | camp quite a bit and see
the same increase in participation in the national parks as well. | believe this is a temporary thing and hunter
participation will drop back down to around pre-pandemic numbers once things get back to normal in a year or
so. Restricting participation now because of a once in a lifetime situation would be a knee-jerk reaction to a
temporary situation. Please consider waiting another 2 years to see what the numbers show before making a

583 decision that will impact the future of hunting. \Thanks - #### ###H#H##HHH#
South Dakota is one of the only states where a nonresidents can purchase unlimited OTC archery antelope tags.
Being an archery hunter myself, | really enjoy being able to purchase an archery tag any year that | want to
archery hunt without a concern for preference points or limited draws. Unfortunately the time may have come
that the number of hunters and the number of animals and access to hunt them are at the point where limited
tags may be a requirement. The real factor will be an accurate harvest estimate on archery success. If the
584 harvest statistics are low, then perhaps tag quotas may not be required yet.
585 Perhaps it is time to restrict the number of NR archery antelope hunters?
586 Thered€™s too many nonresident hunters on public land.
587 Make non resident apply for limited archery draw
With a 30% decline in numbers cut the tags back before we have a serious problem on the states antelope
588 numbers.
589 consider resident/non-resident landowner archery antelope tag
The idea of unlimited tags for anyone, resident or non resident is insane. This issue should have been handled
years ago. It is time for South Dakota to get with the program and start limiting tags to non residents. Why are
we catering to them while there are residents who are having less opportunity and poor quality hunting in the
590 state they live in? RESIDENT PREFERENCE.
591 It seems like there are 3 or 4 non-resident hunters to every resident.
Limit non-residents tags to a draw system based on preference points. \\Keep the tags at buck only until the
592 heard rebounds from the past couple of harsh years.
I would like for the non resident Archery pronghorn licenses be limited more then they currently are .. | would
593 like for them to go to a draw similar to how our non resident waterfowl licenses are done
South Dakota allows for too many archery tags to be sold over the counter to nonresident bow hunters.
Theya€™re should be a restricted number done by draw just like rifle tags. With numbers so low, | find it hard to
get away from the crowd while pursuing pronghorn. Ia€™ve seen more out of state license plates than resident.
594 Ita€™s becoming unfair to those in staters trying to fill a tag on public ground.
I am a non resident and did not hunt the last 2 years\Please keep the non resident options open and mange the
595 public density issues through time slot permits\Private land owners can manage as they see fit\Thank you
Be nice to have maybe some archery only public hunting, bc it was so difficult to stalk decoy hunt, and most of all
596 get within 100 yards of them
Would like to see OTC option for non resident friends. Limited tags available of course on first come, first serve
597 basis.
598 Nonresident tags must be limited draw
More incentive for private landowners to offer access to private land that holds huntable populations of
antelope.\\Maybe offer a lower cost doe/fawn option when antelope populations are high. Similar to rifle
599 hunting.
| feel that the the solution is to the amount of public land hunters is to have access permits for those public areas
and have those as a lottery system but still allow the unlimited amount of sales as the success rate is low with
600 archery and this sti allows hunters to hunt private land
I would like to see the either sex antelope tag again. Maybe that would be an option if we did zone hunting areas.
601 Where you could maintain a state wide tag but only certain areas allow either sex.




602 Harvest percentage should be part of the equation to establish number of licenses given
603 I would be okay with limited entry licenses to improve hunting quality and limited hunter pressure
While harvest isn't too high for archery antelope hunters | do feel this could be a problem as more and more
hunters participate. | think somehow limiting licenses would be a prudent course of action. Weather that is
through a draw OR through limiting licenses in certain units to distribute the pressure... Antelope populations
seem to be sensitive to harsh winters and drought conditions so getting some control on archery harvest would
604 also benefit and provide additional stability to the number of rifle licenses available as well.
605 Too many nonresident hunters that are inconsiderate about other hunters.
To many hunters and the success rate is way higher than what is being told to you guys. of the 16 guys i know
606 hunting antelope this year 14 have filled so far.
To many people are hunting public and harvesting non-Mature antelope. So |13€™m seeing a big decrease in
607 mature antelope because they are being harvested at an non-mature age.
608 Make it a draw! Raise tag prices too
609 | believe the license should be any antelope not just buck. This would allow more bucks to survive each season
610 Set up non resident specific hunt units and base their tag allotment as a % of rifle tags that would be allocated.
611 raise non resident tags
612 Restrict non residents by making it a draw tag
It is very hard to hunt all of the public accessible hunting when some of it is gridlocked where there's no access
without going through somebody's private property. This makes it hard because all of the people focus on the
areas that are accessible and that's a higher density in one area versus if there was access to those other places
613 so they could spread out.
In the past 3 yrs we've seen more resident antelope hunters along the roads but have been able to find plenty of
614 ground to hunt without being bothered. People just have to walk in more and hunt.
Antelope numbers are good |,have bought a tag for 5 years and didn't fill any | just used it to scout public land
for mule deer in Sept so | could hunt them in October..You have done a terrific job in the areas | hunt with
antelope and there are plenty of mule deer does and young bucks.l see very few archery antelope hunters in the
615 areas | hunt but both antelope and mule get hunted heavy during the gun season !
| believe that having the rifle season interrupts the season for archery hunters who may not have had an
opportunity to hunt earlier on in the season. If the season was extended until January 31st it would give a second
616 opportunity later on in the season.
Protect the resources of our state for the use by our residents. Limit the number of out of state tags. Raise the
price of out of state tags. 1ta€™s a great thing that more people are hunting. You receive more revenue to put
back into your programs. In all these surgerya€™s your doing you only say the number of hunters has gone up.
Unless you show the harvest success along side of it, your numbers really dona€™t matter. Also your not showing
617 the number of animals available. We need more information to really form an honest opinion.
618 I did not archery hunt antelope. | do hunt firearm hunt them and it is on both public and private land.
| feel as though resident hunters of South Dakota are losing more and more of our rights every year to Non
resident hunters. So the state can make more money and take away more tags from SD tax payers all across the
619 board on all tags.
620 Reduce the number of out of state archery hunters.
I hunt archery pronghorn quite a bit and there are way to many nonresident hunters . There needs to be a draw
621 for nonresident pronghorn archery licenses.

622

Limit non resident tags so that residents are not punished. Limiting non resident tags may hurt the pocket book
of the state but in the long run it will increase the population of antelope and care for our own resident hunters
at the same time




623

| appreciate the limit to the buck only tags as antelope numbers are the main priority. But, | am disappointed that
the limit did not also restrict the number of nonresident tags issued. Limit nonresidents before limiting the
residents.

624

My South Dakota antelope hunting knowledge is very limited. | was on private land hunting with an outfitter in
the extreme SW part of the state. In fact some of the land bordered Wyoming. On the first day of my hunt |
scored on a very nice buck. There were good numbers of antelope and do not believe there was much hunting
pressure. It may be total different on public land. If that was the case maybe there should be two types of
permits; public land and private land permits. This way the number of public land permits could be limited thus
reducing public land pressure. Just a thought.

625

I love hunting SD. Over the past few years the antelope numbers have seem to be lowering. Hunting pressure
seems to be the same.

626

| hunted for 4 days north of Belle fourche | talked to one non resident hunter at the hotel the first morning. And |
only talked to two resident hunters while | was out hunting. Pressure was low in the area | was in.

627

Introduce Resident and non-resident Landowner archery tags

628

As a non-resident rifle hunter, it's a long process to get drawn to hunt pronghorn in SD. | would love to see more
opportunity.

629

Success rate is higher then returned harvest reports not to mention critters not found. Guys shooting 60-120
yards frequently now and agency needs to adjust accordingly

630

Something severely needs to be done here. This is an issue of protecting the wildlife resource but also
competition on public lands. The number of nonresident licenses is particularly concerning (nearly 4x the tags in
only 10 years). | would guess many of these hunters are on public land.

631

Put a limit on the amount of non resident tags. For those tags there should be units that need to be applied for
similar to the rifle lottery.

632

Before limiting resident archery antelope hunting opportunity, non-resident tag prices should be increased to
drive down the number of tags purchased or nonresident tags as a whole should be restricted. 90% of antelope
hunters on public land are nonresidents.

633

I have only been archery antelope hunting once 5 years ago and it was a great experience. Perceived hunting
pressure was minimal at that time and animals were relatively easy to find on public with enough drive time. |
have no opinion on what has happened since during archery season but | have heard that hunting pressure and
crowding has climbed significantly. \I have spent substantial time antelope rifle hunting and Archery mule deer
hunting in the last few years in Harding and Perkins counties.\\Access to substantial portions of public land in the
northwest corner of the state that antelope and deer inhabit has access issues due to neighboring landowners
closing roads and using scare tactics to keep people away. \Clearing up these relationships between landowners
and hunters needs to be made high priority to help with these issues and reduce crowding. Also increased
investment in Walk-in area and the chap program needs to be prioritized over reducing or changing tag
allocation.

634

Limit out of state tags to a 500 draw and make state tags buck only

635

Generally, | want to maintain my access as a resident to being able to hunt every year for archery antelope. There
were a lot of non resident archers in buffalo SD on the opening weekend, but | didn't have trouble finding land to
hunt by getting more remote and walking a lot. | also think the money the non residents bring to the GFP and
local small communities is important, and it's a fun opportunity hunt for non res friends of mine. Glad they made
it buck only, need to get those herd numbers back up. Thanks for the work you do!

636

Too many non resident hunters congregating in the same areas and killing off all the antelope/deer on public
lands.

637

Antelope are extremely hard to hunt with archery equipment. Dona€™t limit resident opportunities to go
hunting

638

Residents should always get preference to non residents. Non residents should be closed down when therea€™s
low numbers




639

Allow for the archery tag to be either sex. [ta€™s already the hardest hunt to do in SD with extremely low harvest
rates. The rifle makes sense to be buck only, but the take of some does would be good with archery to maintain
healthy herd ratios.

640

There needs to be a limit on tags sold. Too many goats are being killed each year so our numbers continue to
drop

641

LESS NONRESIDENT ANTELOPE TAGS! | would recommend a drawing for nonresidents, increase the tag prices,
and reduce the amount of tags. Nonresidents are getting out of control, the amount of out of state hunters
Ia€™ve seen this September is unheard of. AlImost like the Residents dona€™1t get the chances they should.

642

| would recommend increasing the number of archery antelope licenses for resident and non resident hunters
while putting more restrictions on firearm hunters. Personally | partake in both sports but have seen a greater
long term involvement from those that archery hunt. More habitat improvements / involvement from archery
hunters. | have hunted a couple of years in SD for Antelope and was successful on one occasion. Trouble |
encountered was accessing public land and being able to close the distance to the animals. On private land there
were more water sources and habitat to work with during the hunt and helped me to achieve a successful
harvest. Habitat, Habitat Habitat.

643

Nonresidents need more private land options, more walk in hunting on private would be nice.

644

Ia€™ve noticed more hunters over the past few years but it hasna€™t affected my success or the numbers Of
animals [13€™m seeing.

645

Manage antelope tags on a limited basis perhaps. Much like firearm season. Instead of a draw it could be first
come first serve until the cap is hit. Adjust cap year to year based on populational numbers of antelope.

646

During our archery hunt in Unit 35A we saw little hunting pressure during the 5 days we were in South Dakota.
We were able to put multiple stocks on mature buck antelope with having success harvesting one between us
two hunters. | could see a benefit from having draw permits and running the draw similar to the rifle season. This
could benefit the antelope population during drought years where the herds are struggling. But with that being
said i think there was plenty of opportunity to have a successful harvest. If the numbers are struggling it could be
changed to a draw and when they are thriving change it back to an OTC opportunity.

647

Non resident hunters in many states and for many big game species are getting forced out by tag reductions and
/or price increases. This does not bode well for hunter recruitment

648

The opportunity to buy an over the counter antelope tag as a non resident and be able to go every year is great.
The last 2 years we had multiple opportunity.

649

With the numbers of antelope seen this year compared to precious years, | believe keeping resident licenses the
same is appropriate. | strongly believe that nonresident licenses need to move to a lottery basis with preference
points prior to changing the resident licenses at all. Hunting public this year | have only seen nonresident plates
hunting, not South Dakota plates.

650

It is always a difficult task when antelope licenses are getting tougher to draw in adjoining states. Keeping license
availability for those such as | who have developed good landowner relationship and access but it is mixed with
trust lands leased by the same landowner. So perhaps a license option for private lands and lands leased by the
landowner. Good luck.

651

With the number of antelope being as low as it is there should be a limited draw at least for nonresidents.
Nonresidents come here unfamiliar with little regard for our laws and takes away from us residents. If they are
willing to drive here to shoot antelope they might as well just go to Wyoming. And with a limit on nonresident
tags maybe raise the price for nonresidents to make up for the less tags sold. It's sad to see how many antelope
there used to be to. | started hunting them 5 or 6 years ago and there were a lot of antelope running around
which has been on the decline every year since. This season being the lowest number I've seen. | wouldn't be
upset if non-residents were limited on there draw or maybe even none at all until the population comes back.




652

| am in agreement that South Dakota has to change the structure of how archery antelope seasons are aligned. |
believe this starts with changing how nonresident licenses are allocated. \\As someone who has friends come
from Minnesota to hunt antelope every year, | understand this is a tricky situation. However, the amount of
pressure put on public lands (and publicly accessible lands) is concerning. While there are far more resident
licenses given out, those hunters are spaced out more evenly between private and public lands. \\I hunt archery
antelope consistently every year in August and it is not uncommon to see four nonresident licenses plates to
every resident license plate you see. Overcrowding is always an issue when it comes to public land but | know it is
frustrating from residents when the overcrowding is not coming from their neighbors and instead from people
from many states away. \\l believe keeping the 4€ceover the counteréd€e license types for residents and
implementing a drawing license structure for non residents will be key to making sure all archery antelope
hunters have a high quality hunt and prevent the extreme pressure that our antelope herds have seen over that
past several seasons. This puts a focus on resident hunting opportunities while still allowing nonresidents the
ability to enjoy hunting in our state on a more limited basis. \\Most importantly, please make mentored/youth
licenses valid on both private and public land again. A child should not be denied the opportunity to get involved
in the outdoors hunting antelope because their parents do not know a landowner in western South Dakota. This
was a big misstep by GFP and | hope to see it corrected. \\Thank you for your consideration.

653

Limited draw for nonresidents like other western states. Wyoming has Limited draw and has way more public
land and has a much greater antelope population. Nonresident draw should be no greater than 15% of 10 year
average resident use. \We just don't have the numbers of critters or enough public land to support the amount
of nonresident use we're seeing.

654

Maintain current hunter densities or slightly fewer.

655

South Dakota is a great option for an antelope hunter looking to go on a hunt if they don't draw other tags. It's a
great filler hunt. In my opinion, hunter pressure is only high immediately adjacent to public roads or within sight
of those roads. Antelope hunters by nature are road hunters. Thus, the perceived hunting pressure concern is
probably driven by the road hunters, which only impacts a small percentage of the total public land.

656

Thank you for the input opportunity. But will it again fall upon deaf ears? Antelope populations are at the most
pathetic numbers in 25 years. I've lived,and hunted archery and rifle antelope in the Faith,SD area for 27 years.
Even managed the Ziebach and Meade county units for 16 years. | expressed my concerns to #i#it ittt ten
years ago regarding the high number of rifle tags and the antelope populations not being able to sustain that
amount of pressure. We have had 3 consecutive years of mild winters with little mortality in the antelope herds.
Still the traditional high population areas have no antelope. thanks for going with only bucks this year and
allowing some survival. | no longer see herds of antelope with multiple satellite bucks harassing the dominant
herd buck. Rarely see herds or bucks with does! Proof is you don't see other hunters in the field, in the motels,
gas stations, grocery stores and motels. There hasn't been an officer on the ground in this area for 14 years to
grasp the management of the antelope numbers and surveys techniques have changed. The rifle antelope license
numbers have just been "winged" for too long and the result is loss of opportunity for the sportsman. No
question population roller coaster is due to poor management.

657

removing out of staters would be the best thing for south dakota. i love antelope hunting but dread going out
there to see 4 people from out of state chasing the same goat everywhere you go

658

As a non resident hunter I'd choose quality over quantity. I'd like to see limited draw areas that reduce pressure
and increase the quality of the hunt. This not just for archery but also for gun hunters.

659

Success with archery antelope is very very hard and has little role on the population, especially this year being
limited to buck only tags. That cuts down on the number of stalks | have made this year because | have to shoot
a buck and can't shoot does. I'm fine with that, but it cuts down chances of success even further when limited to
buck only. So to me, the current system is the best option because it is so difficult to be successful with archery
equipment.




660

If the state decides to go to limited draws, I'd prefer that it was limited draws for a specific date range instead of
zones or areas

661

It would seem that the most important question to be answered is whether or not the SDGFP antelope
management goals are being achieved or not. Are the right number of antelope being harvested annualy or are
we harvesting too many or not enough. If too many antelope are being harvested then some restrictions may be
warranted. Reduce hunter numbers, reduce season length, or reduce hunter access to accomplish resource
management goals. \Having grown up in SDak, and now living out of state, | understand that generally speaking
the non-resident hunter has a lot more invested in a SDak antelope hunt. Costs are much higher considering
license costs, travel, lodging, etc. That being said it is understandable that non-resident hunters have a higher
hunter success ratio than resident hunters. Non-resident hunters are likely more focused, invested and will hunt
rain or shine. As a result non-resident hunters have a greater impact on antelope management goals per capita.
This should obviously be factored in when SDGFP develops their antelope resource management plan.

662

| grew up in South Dakota. The years | have visited South Dakota for hunting have been very enjoyable. My
archery antelope hunting is not always successful, but that has not been due to other hunting pressure. Sure |
may have to drive a little longer or walk a little farther to locate an opportunity but others can do the same.
There are hunting pressure hot zones | just try to stay away from. | really enjoy the ability to leave an area/region
to hunt else where. Limiting the number of hunters in a hot zone would be helpful in those areas. But would
possibly have the opposite affect on all the other lower pressures areas. If the number of hunters is an issue then
| guess itd€™s time to raise the price or limit the access. \\Thank you for the opportunity to hunt and have an
opinion.

663

More effort should be put into increasing habitat and rehabilitating existing habitat. South Dakota regulations
already try to push non resident hunters to overpriced lodges. Continued restrictions will only drive people away
from the state all together. If populations are struggling that much, almost better to cancel the season all
together for recovery.

664

Non residents hunting only private owned ground should be able to buy unlimited archery tags. Good only on
private ground. We bring tons of money to state in tourism and revenue for the outfitter ranchers. Limiting tags
will only hurt their income and the drought already is causing hardship. Thanks for the opportunity to comment

665

South Dakota archery antelope was my first big game hunting trip "out west." The reason my dad and | choose
this hunt was the ease with which we could get tags, the amount of public accessible land, and the amount of
animals in the area. We hunted 4 full days and 2 half days at the start of the 2021 season. Our time was fairly
evenly split between public accessible land and a private ranch. At least part of everyday we hunted, we spent off
the ranch driving around, and I'm guessing we saw a total 5 other trucks with hunters. At most, we saw 10 other
trucks. As a hunter only seeing 2 trucks a day is very encouraging, especially considering the amount of accessible
land in the area as well as the amount of antelope. I'm really not sure | could come up with an estimate of the
amount of antelope that we saw during this trip, even just on public land. | would strongly encourage you to keep
this system in tact under current management strategies as it provides minimal hunter pressure in a target rich
environment.

666

Simply double the price of non resident tags. Most non resident antelope hunters are from Eastern states and
south dakota is the nearest state with better antelope hunting. Residents should be entitled to whatever tag they
want as we are local and it should not take 3 years to hunt.

667

Nonresident archery hunting should be limited to one tag each through a draw system with fees increased.

668

As a non resident hunter, | feel for the resident hunter who have to compete with the non residents. | love the
opportunity to hunt antelope on the plains, but would be in favor of limiting hunters (mostly non resident) to
increase the over all hunting experiences. Increased walk-in access, increased non resident costs, and hopefully
increased animal numbers would all be great to see.

669

reducing the number of out of state hunters would be the solution, unless the goal is money




670

Archery antelope on public land is challenging. | agree | saw a fair number of hunters on the opening weekend
when driving to go hunt we had very little pressure when we were on foot away from roads.

671

I am a nonresident and am applying for firearm antelope but have not drawn yet. It is more important to me to
have a quality hunt (better antelope/less hunting pressure) even if it means taking longer to draw tag. So | do
believe the antelope tags, especially archery need to be more restrictive.

672

Have noticed drawing a non resident tag has become more difficult and the number of antelope tags given to
nonresidents has gone down also. More interest because of the guaranteed tag, which has its pros and cons

673

Restrict amount of RIFLE licenses. Archery hunting antelope is about the hardest hunt there is, especially on
public land. Success rates for archery is so low compared to rifle.

674

I've hunted several states the last couple years and feel data is skewed due to covid. Lots of non-residents went
on hunting trips due to everything else being shut down.

675

Please allow at least one week of the archery antelope season to overlap with the first week of the archery deer
season for non-residents. This will allow those coming from out of state to purchase both licenses and hunt both
animals. This will also spread the hunting pressure because not all hunters would focus on just antelope for the
time they have chosen to hunt.

676

management of archery antelope should be more determined by success rates than tags purchased. Rifle
antelope is what SDGFP should use to provide management to SD's Antelope Heard, Whereas Archery Antelope
Should be used to provide fun opportunity to Resident and Non- Resident hunters. Adjust Rifle Antelope Harvest
according to Archery Success numbers.

677

As a Minnesota, big timber white tail deer hunter, who tries to take a week hunting trip out west every fall, | love
the opportunity to come to South Dakota as often as | can. 1a€™ve came out and hunted mid September and end
of October for pronghorn with my bow 3 times. All on public land. Two of my three trips | didnd€™t run into a
single other hunter. | found | had the Hugh Glass campground to myself both times (other than a couple grouse
hunters). The third year | hunted within 60 miles of Belle Fouche, and still found very little hunting pressure.
Now, that being said, in my experience, 13€™ve only hunted later in the year. | have friends that hunt opening
week, and say that there is a lot of hunting pressure 5-10 other hunter encounters per day. \\l think it would be a
good idea to do what Minnesota does with their spring turkey season. The first 2 weeks of season are draw only.
This helps to get rid of the hunting pressure while the animals are still uneducated. The rest of the season can
still be basically OTC with a much lower success rate since the herd has seen people afield the first two weeks,
and being later in the year, | feel like a lot of other hunting seasons are open as well. That would help elevate
some pressure, too. \\Thanks for taking the time to read this feedback. | think you guys do a great job managing
all the species and different habitat types your great state has to offer! [t3€™s one of the few places | can fall
back on if | dona€™t draw a different western tag, and 13€™d hate to see more hunting opportunities lost when
the anti-hunting community seems to take more and more hunting rights across the nation every year.
\\Thanks,\####

678

| feel there should be an unlimited state wide archery tag. If you want to limit anything it should be rifle tags. |
would bet if given the numbers you will see more rifle tags filled than archery. But | also believe that given the
antelope population decrease there should also be a limited number of nonresident tags also

679

I'm a rookie to SD antelope hunting. 3 total days of hunting over two seasons. Didn't shoot any animals. Really
don't know enough to give an educated answer on the topics.

680

Cut non resident tags in half, cut resident tags by 20%-

681

I have lived in the black hills and began hunting here in 2016. | have applied every season and only received a
prairie antelope tag once in 6 years. | am a woman. My husband has been awarded every year except this year. |
dona€™t know whata€™s going on, bu the balance is off.

682

Believe tags should be regulated by the biological surveys instead of public opinion. As more people come to the
state, habitat will be the issue.




683

I think GFP dropped the ball bad on antelope population monitoring which lead to the drastic cut in antelope
licenses being available in 2022. Many non-resident hunters are coming to SD because our licenses are affordable
and the hunting options are plentiful. | believe non-resident tags should cost significantly more than what we
currently are charging. This would probably eliminate a fair amount of non-resident pressure while not killing the
revenue it currently brings in.

684

Myself personally (strictly an archery hunter) had only hunted antelope one time many years ago before ND
changed their seasons to draw only. I've applied for 6 consecutive years without drawing a tag. | had always
hunted whitetail but wanted to try something different and have now traveled to SD over the past 5 years to
hunt Antelope. It's one of the things | look most forward to each fall. It's became my families favorite wild game
to consume. The time and money spent in your state is great investment. \\South Dakota is an excellent state for
archery antelope and pheasant hunting. | greatly appreciate the option for guaranteed archery tag and ample
quality publicly accessible land. | plan to continue to hunt South Dakota instead of Wyoming due to this. There
are not as many animals but still sufficient quantities to have a great hunt and hopefully put some meat in the
freezer. While there are other hunters present it's never seemed overly crowded to me.\\We have attempted to
gain access to private land on first couple of seasons but were unsuccessful. Understandable with good
quantities of public land available. \Some private land open to sportsman has disappeared last year and that did
hurt accessibility a bit. We greatly appreciate being able to utilize these areas and would like to see continued
focus on keeping these private land owners incentivized to help keep those acres open. In North Dakota we lost
significant amount of CRP and PLOTS ground it's made hunting more challenging for most. That paired with more
farmers going large corporate has resulted in it being significantly more difficult to gain access to good areas to
hunt. \\In today's age where opportunity is becoming more difficult due to points driven draws and publicly
accessible land across many states shrinking. South Dakota has done a great job of keeping things favorable to
sportsmen and keeping habitat in place for wildlife. To keep the hunting involvement alive it's imperative that we
try to reduce the headwinds for all people to enter the sport and participate in these activities. My wife has
decided to try archery hunting antelope next year due to the fact that we like the meat so much. | also have a son
6 and daughter 9 that look forward to the day they can also participate. Bringing home an animal to process with
them helping is a a true blessing. | hope that these opportunities remain available in the future for them and
others. \\If archery hunter crowding is becoming an issue (as long as animal populations are stable) | think the
best way to address this is in the form of more programs to increase publicly accessible land and to work with
landowners on additional accessibility programs. Archery hunting is typically lower success and | don't believe
would have a significant impact on quantity of animals.\\Thank you for the opportunity to hunt your state and
for doing a great job of focused quality, quantity of habitat for wildlife and for the focus on public lands. \\Best
Regards, \Hiti Hit#HH\tHHH -t

685

Curtain areas in South Dakota seem to have a lot of hunting pressure but there are many other areas that have
little to no pressure. The Buffalo area for example seems to have the highest hunting pressure however if you go
for a 30 minute drive south or east there is almost no hunting pressure comparatively. We usually hunt the
Buffalo area and even with all the hunting pressure, it seems like this area holds the best opportunity at an
antelope.

686

I have place no opinion on most questions, as | have not encountered other hunters on the areas that | have
hunted in the past, both private and public.

687

I didn't get to draw so | wasn't there last year.\It didn't work out this year.

688

I am a non resident, | used to hunt archery deer and pronghorn at the same time. Residents cried about non
residents hunting(their) deer. So now | only hunt antelope because | do not have unlimited vacation. Please
dona€™t mess up archery antelope. | do think the buck only rule will help.

689

Most people drive roads looking for antelope, so | have never had an issue with any hunters.

690

License sale on the website is not robust. Barely functional. Sales need to begin earlier. SD is a gem for non
resident archery antelope. Low success rates BUT loaded with opportunity! An enjoyable hunt. Tell no one! Keep
it up!




691

Antelope numbers were way down this year, hopefully take some steps to limit tags and get the numbers back
up

692

I hope this survey goes along with archery deer hunting as well, way to many out of state bow hunters on public
land west river

693

South Dakota needs to make non residents draw for a tag!They're way to many non residents hunting such a
small antelope population!We are one of the furthest east state with antelope hunting and you're guaranteed a
tag for all the eastern hunters who come here because it's closest!!Terrible wildlife management on behalf of the
antelope!Especially with a hurting antelope population that is not recovering and could be lost if the current
system stays due to low numbers,to low to hunt . We're even at bucks only this year!!!!lt's common sense to turn
away non residents or draw only for them so we can protect a very unique resource!!\\Thank you, ####

694

I have not hunted archery Antelope. However, my preference would go to the residents of the state rather than
non residents.

695

I saw a little more public land pressure last year than in 2020 but still had a quality hunt in the area | was in. More
pressure on weekends than during the week.

696

The success rate with archery for antelope is very low. | think they should remain over the counter for everyone
even if the number of tags sold increases. | highly doubt success rates have increased much, especially enough to
have a negative impact on the antelope population in SD. 1a€™ve seen good numbers throughout their range
while in SD hunting them and traveling through. The current structure is just fine in my opinion.

697

Thank you for putting this out there! | have seen every waterhole covered by an archery antelope hunter. That
much pressure reduces populations, especially on public lands.

698

If wildlife herds are truly a "state owned resource", we should consider limiting harvests on both private and
public lands. This should include moving to all non-resident archery tags to limited draw. Set quota limits to less
than 10% for public lands, and an evidence base and data supported percentage or quota for private land, with
ALL stakeholders interests weighted (not just outfitters and pay for hunt ranches). In my hunting areas, most of
the game is driven over onto private lands in early season due to scouting/hunting pressure; with hunting
suffering on public until males roam during the pre-rut and rut. In the past two years, this has been worse, due
to the increase in hunters not familiar with the territory and animal patterns and increased scouting pressure by
(mostly) non-residents. | am not against NR hunting, I've been a non-resident across several western states for
nearly 25 years. Given, I've never had the option of purchasing an OTC license for my areas. With that being said,
after 20+ years working with the military and as a military spouse, we are finally able to settle in our beloved
South Dakota. Antelope are my favorite animal to pursue with a bow. | can only hope we can come to a solution
where we can return to a realistic level of satisfaction and efficacy as resident sportsmen and sportswomen.
Thank you.

699

Make CRP profitable again

700

I am a non resident hunter and havent ran into many other hunters over the years. | have noticed more people in
general but not necessarily more pressure.

701

| really like the idea of keeping the unlimited archery tags, but sectionalizing the statewide unit into smaller
pieces.

702

Archery antelope should be a draw and buck only for non resident. Even right now we cand€™t maintain our
current populations. Non resident tags should be limited to 500. Even residents at this point should draw for
them until the population can bounce back

703

Go to a limited draw now before crowding gets even worse.




SD is the least friendly state to non resident hunters ... Unless you are chasing a pheasant. | would imagine that
some of the increase in non resident archery tags is due to the near impossibility for a non resident to obtain a
rifle antelope tag. After 5 or 6 years | still am waiting on a rifle antelope tag in a primarily public land zone. My
son, a resident, and | have talked about getting an archery tag because of the difficulty | have as a non resident
hunting in SD. We want to hunt together some time before | die. I'm 61 ... That is our impression of non resident

704 hunting in SD
705 more walk-in hunting lands enrolled would be nice
Part of the increase in archery antelope hunters was covid. Big game hunters were restricted from entering
Canada and the increase in requirement for other countries became burdensome. | believe now that covid
restrictions are lifting for most countries, hunters will again utilizing these dedtinations. Where SD was a
706 garenteed archery antelope tag draw it made hunt planning easier during the covid restriction era.
I also hunted antelope with the gun as i drew a tag in 2021 and thought that it was difficult due to the number of
707 hunters in my zone...not the case with the bow.
I have not ran into too many archery antelope hunters during my time hunting but have noticed that antelope
numbers have been down and pressured onto private land many times. | drew my first rifle tag last year and
contrary to archery season | thought there were far too many rifle hunters and it was difficult to even find a place
to park and walk in due to the number of vehicles and other hunters. | think this has a far greater effect than
708 archery season.
709 Archery Hunting has been excellent with little pressure. It would be nice for things to stay the same
As a advid hunter of numerous states for whitetails and antelope. And until recently we were able to hunt
muledeer here as well. But you guys changed that. By making our season start later. . The number of hunters like
myself that don't shoot does and try to shoot mature deer. Limiting any seasons is not where its at. Being from
Wisconsin. Any SD person could come to Wisconsin and shoot numerous does and or bucks. If the seasons
change anymore | will be forced to spend my money in a different state. We use all your local hotels and eat and
710 drink at all ypur local restaurants. Helping the entire community out as well.
I hunt on private most of the time and never see any other hunters and thered€™s a very good amount of
711 antelope on the property | hunt.
The amount of public land was enough too not make it feel crowded. The amount of antelope seems to have
712 decreased but this may be due to hunting pressure on public lands.
| enjoy coming to South Dakota and hunting. One of the main highlights is that it is not a draw. | can count on
the opportunity to hunt, visit with friends, spread economic impact every year.\\I hope that | can continue to do
713 so in the future.
714 Limit number of non-resident antelope tags to provide residents more opportunities on public lands.
The non resident archery antelope hunting community was very well represented, but there was still enough
715 public land to not have problems running into them. \\land locked public land is still very much a problem!
716 No where near enough public land antelope opportunities.
717 Allow any legal weapon during regular season and remove archery season.
Let science lead the way - tag availability should be based on population modeling for each hunting unit. We
need to conserve the antelope population so that future hunters may be able to enjoy these same opportunities
718 given to us today.
719 | feel like there should be a draw for all archery antelope licenses.
| have only hunted private land but that could change very soon. As with most western states non residents pay
a lot more for tags then residents yet they limit the amount of non resident tags issued. The main reason | love
720 South Dakota is archery tags are guaranteed. | would hate to see that change.
The number of out of state hunters seems to be increasing. In 2021 | saw more Minnesota license plated hunters
721 then South Dakota hunters. The revenue is good, however the hunting areas seems to be pressured.




722

Antelope numbers seem to have dropped. Specifically, | did not see as many does this year. | would eliminate the
killing of does until numbers recover.\\l am also concerned about how sheep fencing restricts antelope
movement. | belong to a conservation organization in AZ that works with fish and game departments to modify
fence structures to allow antelope to migrate or access critical water. | hope SD can pull together the same type
of public/private partnership.

723

| think non-residents should have a limited draw for archery antelope

724

In my three years of archery antelope hunting | have seen very little pressure on the areas I've been hunting. The
little bit of pressure that | have seen has been within the first few hundred yards of roads and access points and
see no pressure beyond that point. As nonresident | feel like we are more willing to put on the miles and hours in
the field compared to the quick trip residents. Again as far as pressure goes on the areas I've been and the weeks
I've been out there | see very few other hunters resident or nonresident. The South Dakota Bowhunters
Association lobbyists have something against nonresident hunters having access not from a conservation view
based on herd health, but rather, that nonresident hunters have success in their hunts. | enjoy the privilege of
being able to chase pronghorn in the beautiful state of South Dakota and wish we nonresident had the
opportunity to still chase mule deer during the early season as well. Being from Ohio | do not have the
opportunities that your state provides and I'm grateful for what hunts | am still allowed to participate in in South
Dakota! \Thanks\#####

725

I think its tricky to get this perfect for everyone, but it's only really too busy with hunters at the easily accessible
areas and when you get far enough away from those main access points it is not too crowded. Just my 2 cents.
Thanks again!! H#ittHiHH Hitt

726

| support a science backed approach and know you need to limit influx of hunters from the over take of game.
13€™Il support any decision that leads to healthy populations. \\But one thing I3€™m incredibly concerned with
is the rate of increase of states offering tags to hunting guides and reducing DIY opportunities. While | can afford
guides, and have used them in the past it3€™s just not the same experience to me. 13€™ve also had too many
bad experiences with guides who are all too happy to take your money and put in minimal effort. 13€™ve worked
with good guides too, but sadly they dona€™1t seem to be the norm and stacking the deck in their favor increases
the financial difficulty for hunters of less means to experience the hunt. So if you move to a point system | hope
youd€™Il choose to stay away from preference to guides. 13€™m already giving up on my yearly points tithing to
some western states who are going that route.

727

| understand local, resident hunters are complaining that there are hunters "on my ground." | hunted 3 of the
last 3 years and had a GREAT TIME. | saw other hunters on the road. | occasionally saw other hunters on public
land that | then drove past, but | never had a hunt ruined by someone else. We are talking 3,019 folks on 5
million acres of publicly accessible land. The opportunity provided by SD is AMAZING. We spent about a week
each time we visited but spent a lot of money on food, fuel and recreation there. Please, do the math with the
handful of hunters on millions of acres of land. If everyone were to be hunting on the same day at the same time
JUST on public land, each hunter would have 1,656 acres to himself. Please share that with the naysayers. You
have a great thing going...don't change it! Again, 3,000 hunters on 5 million acres. Promote this opportunity and
get MORE people hunting there. Bowhunters aren't negatively impacting your herd. This is a minority of greedy
folks wanting something all to themselves. PROMOTE bowhunting in South Dakota. It is an amazing experience |
find myself thinking about all year round. Don't change a thing!

728

Still make it where a non resident could hunt every other year but add some more minor restrictions.

729

Seems like most people head to the same area in the northwest because it is known as the best but in the
southwest there seems to be plenty of animals and public land so getting the pressure spread out would help.
But would be able to maintain the same amount of hunters and give a better experience




730

The reason that the number of Archery hunters (both Resident & Non-Resident) has increased so dramatically in
SD is because other neighboring states do not offer OTC archery tags and drawing odds in those neighboring
states have decreased due to point creep and increased interest of non-resident hunters. Subsequently, most
magazines, blogs, etc are promoting SD for OTC archery tags. I've hunted a few archery seasons in SD both
before and after the rifle season and felt that the number of archery hunters is adequate. | would suggest that
SDGFP offer both OTC statewide option and "unit specific only" with quotas for a reduced fee for the unit
specific tags. This will give SDGFP the ability to concentrate archery hunters in certain units as it sees fit to match
Antelope population trends, yet cater to the current pool of return customers. You can also add an incentive for
the customer to purchase a unit specific archery tag by giving a free bonus point for the rifle draw for selecting
this option over the statewide option.

731

Are the number of hunters, whether resident or nonresident, adversely effecting the antelope herd? In other
words, the survey indicated an increase in hunter participation during a designated time period. However, there
is no corresponding data provided that indicates that the antelope herd has thereby been negatively impacted.
The health of the antelope herd should be the primary goal. If over-harvest is a documented concern, then, by
all means, discuss tag allocation accordingly. | understand that game management largely tends to be people-
management. And, what hunter doesn't want it all to themselves? | sure would. But, that is not reasonable, fair,
nor practical.

732

This will be my third year archery antelope hunting on private land. The land owner controls the number of
hunters. | have had no exposure to public land or other private property; so a€ceNo Opinion a€ce seemed to be
the appropriate answer for the most part.

733

My opinion on antelope tags for residents is that it is typically an add on to their Mule Deer tag. It provides them
something to do during the middle of the day when Mule Deer are not out moving. 90% of the hunters | see early
on in the archery season are non-resident antelope hunters.

734

I would like to see the Archery Antelope season be modeled after the rifle antelope seasons. The same number
of tags and the same units.

735

Public land Antelope archery hunting is extremely difficult as it is without non residents camping and blocking off
access points to public walk in areas, | have seen this a number of times where a walk in area has out of state
hunters camping or setup with RVa€™s and tents to repeatedly hunt the same spot daily. 1ta€™s quite
frustrating.

736

Would be nice to have a bow/gun option tag. Its important to note that yes license sales went up in the past tens
years but the actual kill of the antelope hasn't probably changed much

737

Don't change a thing. There are always going to be complainers.

738

By making it mandatory to register an archery antelope harvest will give a better idea on the success rate for that
season. Rather than relying on licenses sold and percentages from year to year on a season that has a relatively
low success rate for the antelope species. \\Another option would be to change the Antelope archery season a
draw just like archery deer. Making it private only after a certain date and or limiting the amount of licenses per
what was sold a few years ago.

739

Allow archery hunters to be able to harvest either sex because of how challenging it is with archery. For
population control limit firearm tags. Most archery hunters | spoke to in previous years were mainly targeting
buck anyways just gives better chances for the limited people going for either sex

740

A lot of the public land and walk in areas available do not hold any to nearly any antelope. It would be nice to see
choose walk in areas that tend to hold more antelope. There were significantly fewer antelope on public and
private lands in regards to the following two seasons.

741

I am a nonresident. | hunted the archery antelope opener in 2020 and 2021. As a public land hunter | expect to
see other hunting pressure. | thought the amount of pressure | saw was acceptable and would like to have the
option of doing this hunt in the future without the worry of tags selling out or having to draw the tag.




742

I am from Ohio and absolutely love hunting antelope out in South Dakota but could see so much more activity
and more tags/licenses bought. It would be great to be able to hunt mule deer and antelope if the hunting
seasonsover lapsed again for non-resident. Had a lot of fun in the past years hunting both animals and now
restricted to just one in the months of august. Also dona€™t see why archery tags are restricted to buck only for
antelope. Thanks for everything you guys are doing out there!

743

The number of antelope are there it's the amount of hunters just road hunting and driving around. As an out of
state individual with his son, we look forward to the trip every year but now this year we weren't able to fill a doe
tag because of the regulations. There were tons on goats but you had to hunt them smart not just dash after
them.

744

You are doing a commendable job managing the SD pronghorn population. Archery hunters and non-resident
hunters do not have as much population level impact compared to rifle hunters and resident hunters. Keep up
the good work !!

745

Did not get to hunt this past season because of website malfunctions and 0 notifications. Highly disappointed in
that.

746

Archery antelope is not the issue your state is having. The success rates are very low. The firearms tag holders
are mad that because by the time there season opens the antelope are on private and the private landowners
arena€™t allowing access because the firearms season for antelope has become world war 3 and the orange
army is insane. South Dakotad€™s antelope herd is to concentrated making the issue blowout of proportion.

747

I hunted hard for about 1 week last year, and | felt like | didna€™1t run into many other hunters during that time.
It didna€™1 feel crowded or overbearing and | felt like there was plenty of opportunity!

748

Let's the herds grow hunted 5 days in a area where | would see 50 a day now lucky to see a dozen a day

749

Current way the season works is the best option.

750

Having the application date in the spring like the nonresident deer tag might be one way to try to curve numbers.
If that doesn't seem to affect the number of hunters than a limited draw with a high quota like montana may
help but still give ample opportunity for drawing. In the end though if archery harvest isn't going over quota than
a change may not be necessary. Common sense hunter ethics in the field would be nice though.

751

Non resident from North Dakota. Hunted 2021 and 2022. Did not harvest an antelope either year but had plenty
of opportunities all on public land. Will continue to hunt in future years.

752

| didna€™t give a comment on a few of the questions, because | didna€™1 feel | had enough information
regarding herd densities, management objectives, and especially hunter harvest data from both archery and rifle
seasons.\| believe the SD Game and Fish Department is wise for taking this concern into consideration, because
ita€™s obvious the number of hunters is going to keep increasing and unlimited license availability has the
potential to be a problem.\My thought on this matter is that the big game biologists should review several other
statea€™s license programs, talk to those statea€™s biologists about what is working well and what isna€™t with
their pronghorn licensing and land use, and then come up with a few different options for the hunters to decide
upon.\The other considerations would be to require pronghorn harvest data by not allowing a Hunter to apply
for a following year license until they have reported the information you want to gather.\Thank you for asking for
public input, | truly appreciate it.

753

im waiting on getting a firearm iiscence hopely soon but anyway keep up the good work

754

Please keep it the same as how it is.




755

During my time hunting on public ground in the north west corner of the state we did not encounter another
hunting party pursing antelope. Our hunt extended over 10 days and a high amount of game was seen each day.
15+ antelope a day. The current regulations seem very acceptable without knowing population/harvest statistics.
Keeping hunting opportunities open to nonresidents specifically promotes incoming revenue in small cities and
towns that depend on that of hunters. Industries such as hospitality, dining, and convince all experience a great
increase in revenue during these hunting seasons. As a hunter/conservationist | hope that hunting regulations
and tag allocations will primarily fall back on what is best for the resource and less on social pressures from
hunters who anecdotally believe that our woods/grasslands are too crowded. Thank you for the survey.

756

You guys do a good job of management and | enjoy hunting in South Dakota.

757

The group | was hunting with saw about 1/5th of the antelope we saw in the previous year after hunting for a
week.

758

The amount of hunters is only impactful to the $s brought to the State of SD. Harvest rates are the impact on the
game. Determine the herd / harvest rates and you have a formula to use in order to manage the game. Too few
hunters and you lose $s and interest (see sage grouse and the need for money to continue habitat). Asking
4€cetoo many / too few hunters, is a loaded and quite frankly embarrassing question to ask other hunters! What
do think the responses will be: no, bring more pressure??? Big State, managed game = continued success in both
interest (hunters spending dollars) and a healthy game population. Love the State and hope decisions are made
for the continued enjoyment of our natural resources.

759

I am 57 yrs old and will never draw a great unit in Wyoming or New Mexico. | was hunting Montana on block
management which was very nice until they changed their regulations. | found a private ranch to hunt on and pay
a trespassing fee in SD. This was reasonable and allows me to come hunt every other yr. If you limit out of state
licenses | may only get to hunt once or twice before | am unable to do a dyi archery antelope hunt.

760

Sorry not much help. Only hunted last year with an outfitter

761

Reciprocity agreement with Wisconsin. Come hunt our abundant whitetails!

762

Opportunity to hunt western big game by non residents in all western states is hard but sought after because
where else can they go. Non residents dond€™t want crowding as much as or maybe even more than residents
but have not choice but make the best of opportunity they have again because they dona€™t make the system.
Rather than cutting or reducing tags or opportunities, what about adjusting or adding seasons dates/times so
that more people can hunt but staggered and spread out so that there are a more balanced number in the field
at any one time.

763

I hunted all public land and saw no other hunters in 2 full days of hunting

764

Continue to limit to bucks on year(s) following a bad winter kill

765

We only hunt private land but occasionally cross some state land that is within one of the fenced pasture. As a
non resident | truly appreciate the opportunity to hunt in your state. there is little bow pressure in the area we
hunt. If your rules change | respectfully ask that the application rules are kept simple. Thank you for the
opportunity to weigh in and the privilege of hunting in SD!

766

The harvest success rates have stayed relatively the same. Most guys spot and stalk and are unsuccessful.
Realistically the increase is likely due to rising popularity in outdoor recreation. | would say that for now things
are fine the way they are. If harvest ticks up too much, or there are landowner issues or people not treating
public land well then things would need to change to restrict how many people are out there.

767

| dond€™t feel like | should have an opinion. | have only hunted private and this is my second year

768

Price is good, archery antelope are hard to harvest. License sales do not dictate harvest at all. Chance of a kill is
still 10percent. There are more antelope than can possibly be threatening to species. Leave the archery tags
alone. Encourage more land owners to be open to walk in archery only.




769

If it seems that the number of nonresident hunters buying an antelope tag is becoming too high, another option
could be to increase the price say $100 instead of decreasing available nonresident tags. | selected the "keep it
the same option" but the dividing the state into 2-5 zones and setting a quota on the number of nonresident tags
per zone wouldn't be a bad idea either. | just hope there isn't an overcorrection and the available nonresident
tags drastically decrease.

770

| don't believe that the state should try to reduce or eliminate non-residents from hunting public lands...as public
lands include federal lands...and all taxpayers are entitled to access these lands. Additionally, a small group of
residents should not be allowed to pressure the state to reduce or eliminate non-resident archery hunters. It
appears that a small group of resident hunters are upset that other hunters have discovered their honey
hole...and they don't believe anyone else is entitled to hunt these lands...as they have been hunting these public
lands for years. Doesn't seem like these residents understand the big picture...of what non-residents bring to the
state & area in commerce. It's my understanding that it's not a problem with the number of animal that are
being harvested...it's the fact that others have showed up to hunt the same "Public" lands. What's
next...controlling what residents of the state can hunt certain public land...as a group has the ear of someone at
the state level...squeaky wheel making noise will get greased? Seems common sense isn't common
anymore...just greedy selfish people!!!

771

Take away the crossbows during archery season and you will solve your harvest and overcrowding numbers




APPENDIX 4

Archery deer input opportunity comments

ID

Comments

| disagree with season dates for the hills archery deer hunters more than anything. | believe the month of
September SHOULD BE for the resident archery elk hunters in the hills. As long as it takes to draw a tag | believe it
is unfair for the elk hunters to compete with the archery deer hunters that purchase an unlimited tag. When most
people started applying for archery elk tags the archery deer season in the hills opened Oct. 1 or the last weekend
of September. My opinion is that when | draw my next archery elk tag, that | am going to be furious between the
amount of UTV's riding all over the hills and the number of archery deer hunters everywhere. | have helped a few
hunters the last few years and know | would have been unhappy after waiting 10+ years to draw and dealing with
all the competition in the hills.\\I also believe it is time for South Dakota to make out of state tags more in line with
what other states charge for out of state hunters. | believe our fees are not high enough and lead to the crazy
amount of out of state hunters.

Help mule deer numbers by restricting nonresident hunters.

I have hunted as a resident and no resident for many years the pressure that South Dakota sees from out of state
archery is excessive from out of state hunters on public land. | would limit the amount of out of state archery
licenses in my opinion. When | go hunting and at the public parking there are more out of state license plates than
in state. Since anyone can get a archery tag out of state hunters flood SD public lands and drive out deer for in
state hunters. limit out of state archery licenses on a draw bases. Thanks for listening.

No further comments

Increase nonresident archery fees and institute a draw to limit the number of nonresident archery hunters

Would like The nonresident archery hunters in a limited draw application

three piont or better on one side for whitetail and mule deer in harding county and black hills.

There should be a quota limit set on non residents.

O |0 (N (o | |~ W

Limit archery mule deer hunting in Black Hills by utilizing an access permit.

To shoot one deer in South Dakota with the bow is enough. | greatly support eliminating West and East River
archery hunting options and simply allow archers to hunt the entire state and get one deer.

11

Make it draw for non residents like waterfall .. they have taken over out west and it ridiculous.. | stopped going out
there because it was overrun with non resident archery hunters

12

Take away from rifle tags to allow for Archery tages

13

Please reduce the number of nonresident licenses. Way too many of them. Otherwise keep the same system

14

Make filling out harvest surveys mandatory to compile a more accurate harvest count. Failure to fill out survey
would make you ineligible to acquire license the following year.

15

For the last 2 seasons | have been unsuccessful in drawing ANY of the other deer tags | have applied for. If it
wasna€™t for the unlimited archery tags | wouldna€™t have any opportunities to hunt deer the last couple years.
Making it harder to get tags for archery deer would be enough to make me stop hunting in South Dakota. Resident
non-land owners shouldna€™t have so much trouble trying to have an opportunity to hunt deer in SD. The limited
access permits is already a hurdle for us. | wonder if more hunters are turning to archery because they too are
frustrated with not being able to draw other limited deer tags.

16

We have to be about the only state that sells unlimited nonresident tags without a draw. Make the non- residents
archery tags draw only.\\It is getting crowded out in the archery woods. | can't begin to tell you how many times |
walk out in the woods to hang a tree stand and pass two other stands already hanging in likely spots.




| think ifyou draw an archery tag it should count towards your two choices for the rifle season right now a guy can
have 4 deer licenses or more every year. If you draw a state wide archery tag then you can only apply for one rifle
tag in the first draw, If you draw a west river archery tag then you cannot apply for a West river rifle tag in the first

17 draw and can only apply for one season in the first draw. Also we need to raise the out of state fees
| currently like the system in place. Archery hunting is difficult and adding more restrictions further increases the
difficulty to fill the tag. Yes more archery hunters means more competition, but have the harvest numbers also
increased at the rate of license sales? Unless archery hunter are harvesting to many animals (I do not think that is
the case) then I think the GFP should be happy with the increase in sales and leave it be. My experience is the only
people who dona€™t like archers are those who only use rifles, and they have every opportunity to become one
18 they just dona€™t. Thanks.
there should be limited access drawings for archery as well as firearm season perfect example just look at the Hill
19 ranch unit 27 L
There is a problem with nonresident tags being unlimited and everyone coming out to hunt from out of state. Too
20 many public areas have been over run during archery season for mule deer.
My idea would be to offer unlimited statewide whitetail permits. Then offer additional endorsements (black hills,
21 mule deer, etc) that would need to be limited and awarded through a lottery.
| believe the system is working as it should. There may be an increase in archery hunters but has the amount of
deer harvested increased? Filling archery tags isn't as easy as rifle so limit those more. Thanks for your
22 consideration
Because of out of state tags and outfitters leasing up land we lost all west river ground after more than 20 years.
23 [ta€™s a joke and took away family hunting!
24 Please dona€™t change anything
West River is all about the Non-Resident, and rich pay-to-play residents. The question is what will you do about it.
There is no more taking out the young son, or grandson on his first hunt west river on private ground. Yes | know,
25 there is public...
there is a reason for the increase in nonresident apps. most of them want to come and shoot a mule deer. increase
26 their costs so we as residents don't have to take the brunt end of gf&p spending.
27 the out of state people party hunt and don't give the deer a chance specially on public land they shoot everything.
| would keep the archery the same only because if you cana€™t draw a rifle tag you can always get the archery tags
28 the problem is nonresident numbers need to be capped
29 Please have hunting ethics when you archery hunt
30 Preference and reduced costs to Residentsa€ | similar to other western big game states.
The problem | see in my area as a landowner with numerous areas of public and walk in around me is that it would
be nice if the walk in license could be limited for deer. On opening day there are 20 vehicles at one small parcel
with no deer around. | get that is what walk in programs are fo,r but it would be nice if the people using it could
have less hunters to deal with also. Like a sign up or something. Like montana does. | dont hunt walk ins, but |
31 watch the ##t## show as it unfolds every season for the guys trying to do a hunt.
Do not open archery deer season so earlya€| this will reduce the number of out of state archery deer hunters
albeit it will reduce your income but lesson the pressure plus it is simply too hot.. many wounded deer are going to
die and spoil before found. Please give me a call.. | would like to discuss and give you my thoughtsa€;
32 HHHHH ]
33 ‘must start limiting archery hunters like rifle to a certain amount
34 archery hunters cripple and kill to many deer and are opertunitays away from rifle hunters.




35

| believe a cap on non resident archery licenses is needed. With the growth of the sport within the resident
population it seems necessary to limit non residents. | realize at some point even residents will likely out demand
the resources but the first line of defense, in my opinion, is to limit those whom do not call South Dakota home.
The dramatic difference in success rates between resident and non resident further my point. It seems obvious we
could reduce impact on the resource by limiting the non residents whom have a much higher success rate. Thanks
for listening

36

switch archery to limited draw for specific units just like the rifle season.

37

What is the phone number to call to talk to someone when | have questions? | have never seen a license system
Soo screwed up in my life for trying to find out information! | want a number to call and talk to someone. Call me at
HitHHHHHHHH

38

Please limit out of state bow hunting.

39

The whitetail out number the mule deer by a lot it only makes good sense to limit both rifle and archery tags for
mule deer

40

look like tags are going to be remove so disabled and others can get tags.\like with 5 area most will put in for one
area and that the one area that some can only hunt they lose out, then the other person get to take all the as left
overs. | see it in your other season you have done...........ccccccevvveeeecreeenns

41

limited access to private lands is our issue

42

Over the past 20 years of personally archery hunting primarily public land the increased pressure is definitely
apparent. I'm not a fan of the term "restrict" given hunters will automatically perceive this as being taken away
from the public, but | do favor certain public areas being managed differently. This is challenging to do | recognize
given we all want opportunity to enjoy hunting, yet some areas have been overrun with pressure or the quality of
the hunt is so poor due to pressure or increased harvest in these areas that something should be considered.

43

For the love of god would you please keep messing with a system that is working.

44

It would be nice if the LaFramboise and Farm Island recreation areas would have the same season dates as the rest
of the state. | see no reason why they did not change with the season dates in the past.

45

Far more restrictions need to be enacted to limit numbers of non resident archery hunters. The last 5 years, I've
noticed a drastic increase in non resident bowhunters in my area, and in my county (Bon Homme). lve talked to a
few different groups and they all said that they came here because it "was so EASY to get a tag, and they were
cheap too". When MY area of the state is getting hammered by non residents, there's def a BIG problem with non
resident numbers! My county has very little public land suitable for decent bowhunting, and the pressure is too
much! We need more public land in my area that's specifically for big game hunting, NOT pheasants! And the little
available deer hunting ground gets too much pressure as it is, and the influx of non residents has gotten way out of
hand. Get us more suitable bowhunting land here please! Most of us don't have fat bank accounts to pay off the
greedy landowners for a lease! Rediculous!

46

[ta€™s all about nonresidents so just start offering all nonresident everything. Thata€™s what the state and
landowners want.

47

Archery draw should have a limited number of licenses handed out. | found three deer last year that were dead
with arrows in them.

48

Plant the trees and grass back. Problem solved.. \Why do we need mountains of rotten corn?? sitting around all
year long in every small town in SD year after year.. this scandal has to come to an end doesn't it??

49

| have hunted mule deer on public the last few years with no harvest. All | seen was non residents and College kids.
Cana€™1 believe the number of little young bucks theya€™re willing to harvest instead of a doe. Anything with
horns theya€™Il shoot. Non residents seem to have no hunting ethics. Born and raised South Dakota resident and
[a€™ve had it with this state. Changed the deer tag draw system and now all the family deer hunting traditions are
gone cause no one can draw a fricken deer tag anymore. | wonder if anyone who works at the SDGFP is even from
South Dakota.




50

There needs to be a cap on nonresident archery licenses. Because of out of state money there is starting to be an
alarming amount of land being leased for archery hunting by nonresidents. This is restricting availability of land
that has traditionally been accessible for residents.

51

There are too many non-resident licenses issued, plain and simple. There needs to be a cap on the number of non-
resident licenses issued. The percentage of tag sales to non-residents is increasing faster than that of residents and
ita€™s going to be detrimental to to the quality of hunts for those of us that live here.

52

| have just started archery hunting the last 3 years so dona€™t have much experience. | did public land mule deer
this last week and loved it. Hardly saw any other hunters where | went. For east river | hunt all private so no
complaints there either. | know you need to balance your out of state license bc ita€™s a big revenue for you, plus
what money they spend at the local stores. So | would suggest going to a draw system for out of state hunters so
you can cap it, but yet still get the income.

53

Just one tag per person

54

We have people coming to our state that don't know how to hunt public land. They don't follow regulations for
hunting and also camping. People camping on small tracts of public land is a problem.

55

If your going to change from west river/east river and statewide to 5-10 different units and allowing 2 licenses.
Only allow 1 to be a any deer the other should be a doe only and either whitetail or mule deer. That way if a area
has a die off or a species population goes down or up to much you can control that easier.

56

Go back to your original proposal several years ago and give only one first choice application for rifle deer licenses.
Two out of three years | can not draw a BH buck tag because others are taking two first choice tags. Then | would
not have to buy a statewide archery license. | only hunt deer in the Black Hills. So if | want to go | need to get an
archery tag. This would be a fairer system to all hunters and cut back on your archery license sales!

57

If changes need to be made | would first limit out of state tags. If that's not good enough | would return to all
unlimited state wide only.

58

If the concern is of having too many deer taken in a year with archery, keep the resident opportunities the same
and limit or eliminate nonresident tags. If it's a money thing auction off the limited nonresident tags or do higher
priced lottery tags for non resident.

59

Having a statewide any deer license is nice! Say you are pheasant hunting somewhere and you decide to get up
early and go archery deer hunting and then pheasant hunting later. Then you are able to archery deer hunt
wherever you might be.

60

Charge non resident hunters more keep everything else the same but | know this is all a ploy to allow more non
residents in to charge everyone more in the long run so western taga€™s can be sold at a higher premium | really
dona€™t know why you want our opinion because youa€™re going to do what you want to anyway just leave it the
same

61

We really need to restrict the number of mule deer hunters and rebuild our mule deer herds in South Dakota.

62

Adopt rules that match archery licensing applicable to the same rules and draw process firearms hunters are
subject to. Also, take a serious look at the length of the archery season. Current rules are out of date when the
advancements in "archery" technology that has significantly increased success are taken into consideration.

63

| think there should be a limited draw for non resident hunters. | think that the any deer tags should be a limited
draw for residents and a new tag, a€ceany whitetail a€ce should be offered on an unlimited basis. | think we need
to protect our declining mule deer population. Thanks.

64

I am not in favor of increasing non-resident hunting licenses. If resident license applications fall substantially then
look at temporarily increasing out of state permits. We should not and cannot let out of state money determine
our hunting opportunities. | think GFP is doing a pretty good job of regulating licensing at this time.

65

| am a landowner operator and Deer Hunter after my family harvest their deer | allow residents to hunt our ground
which for most landowners is very rare. | very rarely consider hunting public ground because of the hunting
pressure. Landowner operator and residence should have first choice. | know out of state hunters bring in a lot of
revenue but that means nothing to me except for less deer population.




66

Archery tags are fine. There are too many rifle mule deer tags given out. They are a different animal than a
whitetail and cana€™1 survive rifle season. Way too many 1 to 3 year old mule deer die. We have 3 or 4 guys apply
in 53 south unit and we get 2 any deer tags every year. 1 of us should get an any. We rarely see old mule deer
bucks. Non residents hunt the neighboring land and wipe out all young muleys. The goal shouldna€™t be more
hunters and more money. It should be to protect and preserve the wildlife.

67

Charge the out of state hunters more. The cost of the tags will automatically lower the number of tags until you hit
your target. It's 8th grade economics. \I'm sick of the SD GFP pandering to out of state hunters. We are being taken
advantage of as residents. Charge what Montana and Wyoming charge for tags. We need to stop being the cheap
option. You will make more money and limit tags at the same time. This is easy stuff, c'mon guys get it
together..\The GFP at one time had a vision statement that said something like" preserving wildlife for the people
of SD." What happened to that? Why are the residents at the end of the whip? \Don't worry your little buddies
with hunting lodges and $25,000 mule deer hunts will be ok. Those rich customers aren't going blink at a $1500
tag. \| wouldn't mind being on a panel or committee or something to help out with this. I'm passionate about it call
me if you like my name is #### and i have bowhunted this state for 30 years...#i####HiHiH. These comments are a
bit prickly, however that's the point. This has gone on too long and we can do better by the people of SD.

68

Would like to have more antleress whitetail units in yankton County

69

To many private land owners do not allow ANY hunting except for themselves or PAID hunters. The state pays for
CRP land which is owned by a single owner. | pay taxes to help PAY for that land but yet | can not hunt it. Thatis
BS! \l go to ND as often as possible to hunt as they do not have the land Restrictions and not near as many issues
or violations. Not to mention there are a lot more land owners that will let you hunt if asked.\Our state is become
more greedy!

70

The reason that the number of archery hunters went up is because you guys messed with the draw structure for
rifle hunting. You offered limited opportunities for rifle hunters so they move to archery. [t3€™s not that hard to
figure out. Get rid of the nonresident archery hunters and provide more opportunity for residents.

71

It is nice to have the first month available just for residents, but as you know, it is not only quite warm in
September but the crops are still out, making it harder to find bucks on public land. Non-residents flood these
areas a resident may have been scouting and just beginning to figure out once temperatures cool and bucks begin
taking interest in does, and non-residents do not come to South Dakota to shoot does.\ Between this influx of non
resident archery hunters, then rifle hunters, deer are too pressured on public during the best time of the rut, and |
believe non-residents only exacerbate this pressure when allowed to hunt from October to January. \ | would like
to see non-resident tag numbers decreased, and their season limited to 2-3 weeks, as it is already this way for rifle.
| don't believe the economic benefits (as many non resident bow hunters bring campers and food from their
respective states in my experience) is worth the number of mature bucks they take when here. The number of
mule deer and whitetails on public once pressured by outta staters has decreased the opportunities for residents in
a magnitude not proportional to the revenue garnered for better habitat and more public land for me and my son,
5th and 6th generation South Dakotans.\\\ Thank you for your interest and time.\\-#### it

72

if you gave out more rifle tags you would have less archery hunters...we want to hunt and that's the only available
tag. You put a limited draw on that and you'll lose more hunters...you make more money on out of state hunters
but when they get a tag and you don't it gets kind of unnerving. you guys make a lot of money off tags and
preference points so by the time someone gets a tag he is paying double i love hunting but if its all draw only | will
be done and so will a lot of others I'm sure. hunters do talk to each other and the most common thing that comes
up is preference points and cost of tags and you go up in the hills and there is alot of out of state plates, but you
didn't get a tag Thank you if you read this




73

| walk to where | hunt and do not use any tree stands. | have not seen another hunter in the woods or open walk in
areas hunting with a bow the same time | have been. | spent 22 days on an archery elk hunt and did not see one
other hunter in the woods. Everyone drives around on their 4 wheelers until they see something and then make a
stalk. If you want to improve hunting in South Dakota limit access to these obnoxious and noisy vehicles unless the
hunter is handicapped. They destroy the access roads and it doesnt seem like there is much money to fix them
because they stay destroyed. Thank you

74

Unlimited archery tags for both deer and antelope both need to stop,

75

Current system is fine.

76

There are to many hunters in our county. The numbers have dropped at least 70% in the last two years because of
the blue tongue and other diseases. You need to pull back on the license amount. Where we used to see a hundred
head of deer two years ago you might see twenty head. Just talk to the game wardens and look at there head
counts.

77

The number of nonresident archery deer hunters in the black hills is having a direct detrimental impact on deer
populations, opportunity for residents, competition for services (camping areas etc), and affecting the quality of
our resident elk hunting experience. Obvious draw to the black hills is the public land and not having to obtain
permission. Recent years has proven that even resident hunters are flocking to the hills for the same reason. We
gotta change something because the quality of an elk hunt for south dakota residents, waiting ten to thirty years
for our tag, has greatly diminished due to increased numbers of hunters using the areas and added pressure on the
resource. We already deal with the ridiculous number of off road vehicles that the Forest service has catered to
with our federal tax dollars.

78

If limiting anything - start with non-residents, that's how most other states do it (lowa, Kansas).

79

The number of out of state archery hunters should be limited and they should be limited to hunting either East or
West river. The harvesting of mule deer does should be limited for both resident and nonresidents to try and
increase the herd. This could be done on a county basis and adjusted with herd surveys.

80

| find it odd that the gfp has just noticed the increase In archery hunters you choose to limit rifle tags and advertise
all over in other states about how great the hunting and fishing is here. Of course there is an uptick in tags
numbers. The public lands | hunt are very crowded and non resident hunters | talk with have trouble finding private
land to hunt unless they pay to play. Haakon county for example has a great piece of public by Midland with
potential for a great deer but the land owner pushed the deer off to his neighboring ground for his pay hunters.
Our hunters dollars would be better spent elsewhere. Last year the deer | harvested ended up costing me far more
than cow | bought and butchered. Luckily | can afford to still do it but many can't

81

Limit non resident tags and raise fee

82

Place a cap on resident archery licenses, allow an equal percentage, similar to firearms, to go to non-residence.
September is too early for deer hunting, ruins chances for elk hunters, start after elk and antelope seasons are
complete. Thank you!

83

Archery hunters are the least disruptive big game hunter as we are on foot. Not driving all over like rifle hunters
and the ATV drivers.\We need to consider starting to limit the number of ATV permits on Forest Service if anything




84

I would like to see some sort of mule deer d€cestampa€e implemented for non residentsa€ | they almost all come
here to hunt mule deer. | factually believe if the non resident pressure on mule deer specifically was reduced the
health of the heard and age class of bucks would greatly benefit. The resident mule deer archery a€cestampsa€e
pressure can also be limited to coincide but no residents are 80 plus percent coming here to hunt mule deer for
cheap. \\Furthera€| believe it would be okay to give a non resident a tag every year thata€™s valid for any
whitetail, and then do a limited draw stamp/ access permit required to hunt mule deer in certain areas. \\I know
this has somewhat been implemented in the custer National Forest but thata€™s just the tip of the iceberg in my
educated opiniona€ | .access permits should also be necessary to hunt mule deer in the black hills. Harvest is far to
high on herd that has failed to rebound for 15+ years. \\South Dakota is one of the/ if not the least expensive state
to archery hunt as a non resident. All the other states charge us significantly more to go hunt their states, | see no
reason that we shouldna€™t do the same. \\Revenue would increase tremendously making way for more
management practices and/ or paying the hard working employees of GF&P a more competitive wage because
what they do is extremely important for the future of wildlife in our state. | am certain tag sales would be very
similar even with an increased price. The April deadline for non residents to hunt public land definitely helped limit
pressure for the first year but the next year there were even more applicants than before implemented3€ | so it
hasnd€™t limited pressure as much as the bowhunters of South Dakota had hoped. \\I think if limited archery tags
ever come about (both non resident and resident) they should not be limited other than on public land. \\If we
limit archery tags and someone solely hunts private property ita€™s unfair to those individuals to not receive a
licensea€ | when archery hunting might be the sole management form of a specific private propertya€|limit that
and it gives a 4€celand/wildlife managera€e no control over that specific property if they solely believe in archery
hunting. \\Sorry for the long comment, very passionate about hunting and maintaining healthy populations and
great experiences for all in the field without over pressuring areas. | have a wildlife and fisheries management
degree from SDSU, so most of my statements are based on facts not just my personal opinion. \\Thanks for your
time and feel free to contact me if youd€™d like to discuss any of my statements further.

85

No comment.

86

I have been an avid archery hunter for over 50 years so | can see the increase of archery hunters compared to the
1970s, 80s, and 90s. Archery equipment of today is so much better than older equipment which in itself has
increased the successful harvest percent. With this being said the number of archery hunters has to be limited. |
like the idea of breaking the state into four regions and limiting the number of tags in each region. Larger regions
like the North West, South West, North East, and South East make sense to me as it allows a hunter to hunt most
areas within 100 miles of their home. | live is Sturgis SD and currently hunt around Sturgis but | also hunt around
Buffalo SD so larger areas allows me to hunt both areas. | generally don't hunt more that 100 miles from my
home.\\l also would like to mention that the limitations the Game and Fish Commision put on Non-resident
hunters in the North West part of the State to only allow hunting after October 1st was a great change!!! They
deserve a pat on the back for that!!! It made archery hunting for residents far less crowded 9/1 to 10/1 in the Slim
Buttes area. | would also like to see Non-resident hunters limited even more before any resident hunters are
limited. Even if it means raising the price of a resident deer tag to cover the loss in license sales S.

87

Cut the non-resident license numbers way down and charge them higher fees. No non resident mule deer tags at
all. There is a big shortage of mule deer as you well know.

88

Out of state hunters have wrecked archery public land hunting.

89

Further restrict Mule Deer tags to allow for the herd to increase in size. | would support completely closing
harvesting of Mule deer for a year or two. Off subject, but allow hunters 60+ to use a crossbow for archery
WITHOUT having to go and beg a doctor for a permit.

90

Would continue to monitor licensing trends for now for archery.

91

Unlimited archery hunter in limited draw areas such as 27L have destroyed populations and quality




In the last five years | have seen a steady increase in hunters. More and more tend to not be from South Dakota.
This increase in use of public land has pushed deer onto private land and then has intern made hunters mad a
private land owners that don't let them hunt. At lease | have personnally seen more people trying to use abandon
section lines to access public land. Some people don't respect the private land they access to get to the public

92 land.
The question is being posed by, largely, resident and public land hunters who make up the large majority of bow
hunters. Ironically, their success in rallying membership and bringing residents to the sport is also causing
increased hunting pressure. \\If this is about restricting access/pressure - it seems the logical response is to focus
on the biggest pool (non residents and residents on public land).  Private land should be kept out of this, in my
93 opinion. Limitations on private land would just be punitive and not address the concern.
I am a status quo person! You folks do this as a profession. You are the ones to know about your business. If | see
94 input on a question or something that concerns me | have no issue in addressing it.
| see to many non resident hunters renting land and outfitter tieing up large tracks of lands pushing residents and
95 their kids out of the opportunity to find places to hunt.
96 No comment
97 | think ita€™s fine how it is.
| think one thing that is affecting all of this is that there used to be a lot more smaller farmers and it was probably
easier to gain access. Now the problem is that the farmers/ranchers are getting bigger and to access their land is
98 getting harder
I only hunt a couple of days with archery each year, so having few restrictions makes it easy to ensure that | can
99 hunt when | have the couple of days available.
Archery tags need to be included in the two first-choice application processes. Archery equipment today is so
100 specialized and advanced that you can lethally take animals equal to the distances of muzzleloaders.
Afford enhanced opportunies for resident archers while either maintaining non-resident opportunities are either
101 maintained or reduced
Archery hunting is a sport and shouldnd€™t be limited3€ | the gun seasons are the seasons to be limiting as the kill
rate and the amount of illegal activities are extremely high. Most sportsman nowadays if they deer hunt most are
all archery hunters 100%.\\l would adopt some of the laws that Missouri And lowa have done to increase the
102 amount of trophy harvests and managing deer herds with intensive harvest areas where needed.
Increased hunting pressure from non-residents, many of whom hunt public land, reduces opportunities for resident
103 hunters. Non-residents tags should be limited to draws.
104 | favor more access drawings.
105 Limit nonresident mule deer hunters to very few
Non-residents should have a lottery system. Currently residents receive zero benefits for living in the state when it
106 comes to competition from other states.
107 Allow anyone over 65 to use crossbows, like Minnesota.
108 I would like to see limited numbers in the hills area.\l would also agree to limit the number of nonresident hunters.

109

Currently many east river hunter hunters use the 2 tag system to hunt private land east river and public land west
river each season, from the people | have talked to not nearly as many west river hunters travel east to hunt due to
the private land issue east river. This places more pressure on the west river unit and is unfair for the hunters that
live west river. Also the time has come to begin limiting non resident hunters, we are issuing nearly 3 times as
many archery tags that we do percentage wise rifle tags. [t3€™s beginning to feel like our lands in South Dakota
are being sold to anyone with a dollar at the expense of the people that live here. Instead of allowing u limited
archery tags it would be nice to see some areas managed for more trophy potential. Also over the last few seasons
| have noticed more and more non resident archery hunters afield during firearms season, this makes it much more
difficult and creates conflict for the resource.




110

I would like to see the non-resident archery license be limited to whitetail only. We start getting small mule deer
herds developed in the Black Hills then large groups of non-residents come in a wipe out most of the herd. Thank
you for your time and asking us hunters for our thoughts and opinions.

111

Give anyone who does NOT receive an archery deer tag an extra preference point in ONE rifle season.

112

Archery license requirements are to lax in S.D. A more complete training for proper shot placement and animal
recovery would be a great benefit for loss of wounded animals, not recovered or tagged, Lots of those stories....

113

Non residents should be lessened your new website really sucks

114

Needs to go to a draw for archery, as powerful as bows and crossbows are now, with many hunters shooting over
100yards it needs to be restricted and not unlimited over the counter tags any longer.

115

Close archery season the last 10 days before rifle season opens and make that 10 days a muzzleloader season. This
would give older hunters who have difficulty with archery a chance at deer before the rifle season makes them
totally skittish. The current muzzleloader season is too damn cold for older hunters and is a joke! \Archery season
could re-open with the rifle season.

116

The number of nonresident hunters has to be limited. | feel they are pushing a lot of residents out of hunting due
to the pressure on public lands. They are also paying big money to lease private land or go with outfitters that area
leasing land for hunting that possibly could be open for public hunting if the demand wasn't so high driving up
prices. Getting permission for archery hunting used to be as easy as knocking on a door. Now days, that is not even
an option.

117

As us older deer hunters are becoming less physical, it would be great if the state would allow crossbow use for
hunters over 65. | know that Minnesota allows crossbow use for their older deer hunters.

118

| am strictly a public land archery deer hunter, and mostly hunt the Black Hills and foot hills and | rarely see other
archery deer hunters where | go. Most of the folks i come across are chasing elk in September and October or rifle
deer in November. |don't really know what kind of pressure there is outside of the Black Hills.

119

Current season structure and license allocations are satisfactory. Only a few "loud" complaints from individuals
who seem to feel entitled to specific locations and license options. Leave as is.

120

With the increasing harvest rates and numbers of both nonresident and resident bow hunters in SD | believe it
would be best if we began to get ahead of the potential issues we are seeing already in our pronghorn population
that with inevitably creep into our deer populations. If that means limiting each bowhunter to one antlered tag and
one antlerless tag for starters | think we would see a helpful change. | truly do not believe the a€ceunlimiteda€e tag
quotas for residents and nonresidents is sustainable for much longer, it is especially evident in the LAU set up for
mainly for rifle seasons. North Dakota | believe does it right by having non residents apply for limited any deer
archery tags while still allowing over the counter archery whitetail tags, maybe not the perfect system fix but it is a
good starting point. And the amount of archery hunters | have personally seen hunting in areas that they did not
obtain the correct access permit is deflating, if we cana€™t police the residents to do the right thing are we really
trusting that the nonresident populous will either? More presence by law enforcement officers would be a great
sight to see on top of whatever changes may come. Thanks for reading/listening and for all you do in this great
state.

121

Just seems like there are too many archery hunters trying to access the same areas. | think there needs to be some
cap on the numbers of hunters per area/zone. | don't think you should be able to have an east river and west river
tag. Maybe one tag and it is good for a certain east river unit and west river unit. Eliminate doe tags, mentor deer
hunters seem to really be hammering the antlerless side of things. \\I like the fact that we allow some non
residents to hunt here, try to bring more revenue into the state. Possibly raise their tag up a little more? \\The
archery season is very long too. | like the early season having the chance for a velvet buck, but when they moved it
up another 15 days | think the season should ended 15 days sooner. Give the deer a chance to relax a little after
the rut and rifle season. They can't hide forever.




It is my opinion that there should be a drawing for all archery licenses just like there is for rifle licenses. The only
way to control the number of archery hunters is through a drawing system with a limited number of archery
licenses available. | do not believe we should be making it easier for either archery or rifle hunters to get a license
or more licenses. Too many hunters has a detrimental affect on the quality of our big game hunting, and we have
already exceeded that limit in South Dakota a long time ago. Being 81 years old, | had the opportunity to
experience the best deer and antelope hunting that we ever had in South Dakota; and I can assure you that we do

122 NOT have that quality now.
To many good bucks are being taken during the early portion of the archery season. Need to limit the number of
123 tags so that rifle hunters have a good opportunity at a good buck.
124 Leave the season and license alone. It works fine.
| do not believe we need a season starting the first of September. It is long enough and should be delayed until the
15th or so like it used to be. Archery elk hunters in the hills should be given that time to enjoy the tag they waited
125 so long for.
126 Leave it alone - \\l really think you folks need to focus on all the walleye tournaments - Limit
127 All resident and nonresident must pick only one east or west river tag\Limited draw for nonresident tags
128 have not archery hunted in 5 years
Please restrict the number of NR licenses. For sure, it should not exceed the 10% that firearms licenses use in WR
units. Since ER units don't sell firearms tags to NR, | don't think they should sell any to NR archery hunters either.
So in summary, leave resident tags as-is; eliminate ER NR tags, and restrict WR/BH NR tags to less than 10% of
129 resident tag numbers.
| believe that many archers in South Dakota get into the sport to have more opportunity at hunting elk (rather than
deer). The increase in archery hunters has more to do with lack of accessible tags for both deer (under the new
system in place for the last years) and elk (has historically been difficult to draw a firearm tag). Archery hunting for
deer is the last a€ceguaranteeda€e d€ceany deera€e tag you can count on. Dona€™t further restrict hunting
130 opportunity.
131 The out of state hunter are killing too many of our mule deer and antelope.
[ live in Pierre and love having the option of buying a tag for both East and West river hunting. Having a statewide
any deer tag also allows me to hunt east or west of the river if | am not able to afford to buy two tags. It seems
that this is about hunters not wanting others too close.... if that is the case maybe they need to put more effort
into their hunt or maybe hunting ethics needs to be a stronger point of emphasis. In my opinion the current tag
132 system is not broken. If it isn't broken don't try to fix it.
Pretty soon you will have what currently we have for pheasant hunting more non-residents than residents hunting.
1a€™m 73 years old and a resident of this great state all my life. Just makes me sad to see what we are doing that
has turned off our resident hunters. Our youth just have turned a blind eye to hunting saying they have no where
133 to hunt and the public ground is to crowded
allowing unlimited archery tags sales affect the number of tags that are available for firearm hunting by reducing
the deer population.\The best way to manage the deer herd is to restrict the number of archery hunters in smaller
units similar to the firearm with fewer tags when the herd is small in a unit and with more tags when there are too
134 many deer in a unit.
The price increases for out of state residents is getting very high. Please remember all of the born and raised in SD
135 people that want to come back to hunt with family and friends. | know that one is tricky.




136

Was very happy to see this survey come through. There is definitely a massive influx of hunting/public land hunting
and has been very visible these past several season. \\In conjunction, the number of mule deer just isnd€™t there
in many of the public land areas that It was a few years ago. We definitely need to do something even if ita€™s
temporary to help the mule deer numbers. \\One options that wasnd€™t there would be to make us hunters pick
between having east or west river tag for archery. Theoretically this could help the mule deer as there are a lot of
guys who want to hunt d€ceat homea€e for their ER whitetail and wond€™t give that up as often. This could help
not only the number of mule deer but the quality as if they go west only for a weekend and want to just fill there
tag with anything. \\Doing this could be a great start and maybe even just doing a limited draw for mule deer
archery tags WR for a few years.\\We definitely need to do a unit by unit limited mule deer tag for NR. \\Please
LIMIT black hills archery mule deer tags as well. The numbers are very bad, and so is the quality. \\Would be happy
to discuss. | have spent a lot of time on public over the past 10 years and have got to watch the changes and trends
\\Thanks a ton. \\##t#H#H#H#HHH ]

137

The public land pheasant hunters are the ones that ruin the deer hunting. there is one group after another going
thru the land. the deer or pheasants don't have a chance to live there. There will be no quality public land deer
hunting as long as the pheasant hunters have access to the land. you can restrict the deer hunters all you want but
the success will not change until there is less pressure from all hunters.

138

While taking many trips out west and visiting with game wardens. | have come to the conclusion that out of state
mule deer hunting is having a serious negative impact on the population. The archery hunters are either wounding
or harvesting a number of young mule deer. These deer are hunted for months prior to rifle and muzzleloader
season and hunters are taking young 1 to 2 year old deer. Not allowing them to mature. | would love to see more
mule deer on my hunts. As a hunter and conservationists it would be nice to see stricter regulations for non
resident archery mule deer tags.

139

I think SD should move the rifle deer season after the main rut season like Kansas does. That would help in
preserving the more mature bucks for more mating seasons

140

Just went to Fall River and there is no antelope, where in the XXXX due think there four hundred bucks to shot with
rifle

141

By limiting resident archery deer hunter in some areas, It would increase the quality of deer in the state. | am no
big fan of out of state archery deer license. | think we need to have tighter resistrictions on out of state hunters.l
know the state likes the out of state revenue, but the residents of SD should be the priority. \Just becasue your a
resident of SD, this should be reason you automatically get a archery deer tag. Put a limit on the archery deer tags.
This could be good for South Dakota deer hunting.

142

Way to many out of state mule deer hunters and South Dakota sells this way to cheap!! South Dakota needs to
significantly raise the price of all out of state deer tags. There are way to many out of state deer hunters in South
Dakota

143

Absolutely ridiculous seeing the excessive amount of archery tree stands on SD public property. Their success
lowers deer numbers and gun-tag availability.

144

Need to limit the amount of non-resident Mule deer archery tags. Over the past 4 years of watching the pressure
that is placed in Harding, Butte and Perkins Counties starting Oct 1 from non-residents going after mule deer is very
high. | would be surprised if this wasn't the same in Custer, Fall River, Meade and Pennington however | have not
spent any meaningful time in these areas to observe. Need to have some way to manage the amount of pressure
in the areas that support mule deer. \This could include having non-residents draw for a limited number of mule
deer permits or having a quota that when filled that unit would close to the non-residents.




Please note. In your survey you use "restrict" but don't specify resident or nonresident. That ONLY
"restriction"should apply to NON-RESIDENT only. You guys are ruining our beautiful state and killing what little

Easy solution. If it's money, charge double and cut non resident killing in half. Animals first, residents 2nd , and
non residents last. The amount of customers , me included that are overwhelmed with Minnesota and Wisconsin
hunters. The quality of our mule deer and antelope bucks on public are are at an all time LOW. To find a mature
mule deer on public land is IMPOSSIBLE compared to 10 years ago. \\HitHiHHEHEHEHEHYE | B EHEHE,
The decline in Animals on public land and increase in non residents in the past 10 years is overwhelming and so
sad. | cannot believe how the game and fish has allowed our state to be so overrun instead of protecting our
wildlife and giving our residents and future bowhunters a place to hunt without paying ridiculous outfitter charges.
It saddens me dearly for the future of my kids and future bowhunters. 1 would love to talk to people that are

145 actually in charge and make decisions. Every time | try it seems to go on deaf ears.\\##H##HHEH
Resident and nonresident archery hunters are putting excessive pressure and harvest on deer populations on
146 public land. This seems to be especially intense in highly sought after rifle tag units.
147 na
148 Archery is hard not as many tags filled
149 You need more conservation officers in the northwest part of the state during all hunting seasons
150 Way too many nonresident hunters!
This trend will continue. People want to hunt deer and if they can't draw a rifle tag, they will buy an archery tag.
151 Moving to a limited draw "any" tag for archery deer is only fair.
Unlimited non-resident archery tags is unsustainable on public land. | would allow unlimited on private land only.
\\Need to increase cost of non-resident archery tags to reflect western surrounding states and create a draw
152 system.
I would like to see statewide archery tags eliminated for residents and non residents. Additional | would like
residents to have to pick one archery license - East River or West River. \I would be in favor of making non resident
archery tags "Any Whitetail" instead of "Any Deer," or have a set number around 500 non resident "Any Deer" tags
153 and the rest be "Any Whitetail."
An option could be for reduced priced landowner only archery tags like rifle, but don't put the minimum 160 acre
landowner requirement as there are several smaller hunting properties that are good for archery hunting. The tags
would be only good for landowners to use on their own properties. This would help break your overall numbers
154 down further as to what percentage of license holders are hunting on privat.e/public land.
155 | would leave licenses as they have been.
Remove the public land restriction during the month of September so nonresident archery deer hunters can have a
156 change at velvet deer on public land
157 | mainly believe there needs to be limited tags
| have all but quit going west river to archery hunt mule deer as the public land | had hunted in past is overrun with
out of state hunters. Same goes for archery antelope. | feel the number of tags needs to be controlled and not
158 unlimited.
| think hunters should be able to get one deer tag.....rifle or archery and that is it. They chose to apply. Just too
many deer being shot right now. | know of guys that shoot 5-8 deer a year and then five it away or goes to waste.
159 This is not the reason we hunt.
160 | believe the rules as they are now are fine.
161 If there is too many archery deer hunters then limit the nonresident hunters not the resident hunters!
162 Restrict non resident archery hunters. Resident archery hunters is ok
163 | feel the non resident hunter should be on a lottery draw system.




164

The Long running youth seasons are much harder on doe populations than archery. My last hunt on public last was
in Oct and the deer were wilder than | have ever seen. It's time to restrict numbers and focus on a quality
experience.

165

Make archery the same as a gun season. Apply for a certain county. Landowner preferance should be used for that
also.

166

I would like the statewide option to remain for archery hunters. | have ongoing permission on private land in both
Hand and Meade counties. Depending upon the weather and food source availability for the deer, with a statewide
permit | am able to move about to increase my odds of harvesting a deer. | very much appreciate having this
flexibility. If there is a concern that SD is getting too many archery hunters in the field, then it would be my thought
that the first step would be to limit the availability of nonresident tags. Nonresidents are limited to 8% of the
licenses available for west river firearm deer hunting units, possibly a cap could be placed on the number of
licenses available to the nonresident hunters.

167

Due to the availability of tags in rifle units | have put most of my time and money into archery hunting | love
exploring and hunting all over the state with this tag but mostly hunt close to home. I'm not taking deer in many
units but it gives me a chance and opportunity to get out enjoy our outdoors and public lands. Take into account
that just because somebody gets an access permit doesn't mean they hunt it hard. | own a cabin at angostura and
get the permit just in case | see an animal | want to pursue | spent one maybe two days a year hunting around my
cabin with most of my time in the black hills some on the prairies exploring. Due to limited access | cannot hunt
even one day next to my property and hate it. | have never harvested an animal on the hill ranch but my son and |
spend a day or two a year glassing and hiking that region and now | cannot do that due to the access permits. |
would like to have the opportunity back to hunt around their if | please to, granted | don't hunt it hard but I like to
have the option.

168

It is a good thing that we are seeing more archery hunters! We need more people out hunting. Successful archery
hunting is difficult and challenging; having a few limited access units is nice if one wants to go after some bigger,
older bucks.

169

i would like to get a west river and east river any deer permit and not have to choose west or east, i hunt mostly
private ground.

170

The more restrictive you make hunting, the harder it is to recruit new hunters into the sport. Archery success is still
relatively low in comparison to gun hunting. Many people just appreciate the opportunity to be able to participate
in this awesome outdoor hunting activity.

171

| haven't noticed a problem with TOO many archery hunters.

172

Archery tags should be subject to the limitations of rifle deer and included in that draw system vs being separate.

173

| have really enjoyed the past archery seasons and licenses. Hopefully you do not mess up a great archery season.
Please do not change anything.

174

I would like to see a single Archery Deer tag considered as part of the "1 of 2" tags a resident can apply for.
Incorporate this with the firearm application, making it a Deer Hunting Application. | don't see were it is necessary
for anyone to have more than two "any buck" tags in this state for any given year. The public land in our state is an
awesome resource, but it certainly can't continue to handle this kind of pressure while continuing to provide an
exceptional hunting experience.

175

The license requirements which changed a few years ago make it more difficult for non residents to ourchase
firearms licenses and putting more restrictions on non resident archers is foolish!

176

The increase in archery hunters is driven by the sense that the firearm drawings have become too difficult to
reliably get a tag, and hunters want to hunt. If hunters drew firearm tags more frequently the archery numbers
would go down.

177

Just starting to archery hunt because of the difficulty getting a rifle tag in my preferred units. While it is
hypocritical to want archery tags limited also, | think the health of the herd and quality of the hunt may be
improved by limited licenses.




178

Technology has increased success. People are routinely shooting 100yards. Leasing private land by non residents
is shutting out residents. Residents are flooding the public. We dona€™t have the numbers to support this
pressure. Please reduce the non residents significantly! 50-75%. Eliminate the September opener. Shorten the
season from mid Oct to mid December. This will reduce the harvest and still provide opportunities. Thank you.

179

Non residents need to be strictly reduced. High pressured ares like Lincoln co Harding co or other Counties need
access permits. Maybe not the whole county but areas like Newton Hillsand other high pressures areas. | dona€™t
want 5 or 10 zones as that might be to restricted and hard to get a license. How about a reduced season. In about
1978 Lincoln county archery season didn't start until Nov 1and you weren't allow to archery hunt in Newton Hills
State Park. Although at that time farmers would let you hunt. Now J####i###H#######. | think if farmers or
ranchers that get money for crop damage and recive compensation should be made to allow some hunter access.
How about if the archery season didn't start until Oct 1st like it use to or later in high pressure areas. September is
is to hot weather wise for deer hunting. West River in Sept you just need to set up by water. Thanks for the survey
I've been archery deer hunting since 1973 and rifle hunt my first deer in Lincoln county in 1966

180

I have 3 sons that come back every year to archery hunt together on my private land. One son lives out of state, so
this is his only chance for us to continue the tradition creating great family memories. We do not hunt any public
land

181

There are certain areas like the Black Hills for example, where it would at least be nice to see the number of mule
deer tags limited (maybe to residents only) and overall the number of nonresident tags capped across the state.
That could be an awesome spot for mule deer, but when non resident hunters come to hunt, they aren't going
home empty handed and they end up shooting these mule deer standing off the road just to say they shot a mule
deer. Especially the guys from out east that don't have the opportunity to shoot mule deer. \\Youth hunting | also
feel should be limited to whitetails out there. They also shoot the first stupid mule deer off the road and we

drew the any deer rifle tag out there a few years ago, there were decent numbers of mule deer around. By the
time rifle season came, numbers were terrible because of the reasons described above. After talking to many
resident hunters, they expressed the same concern. Also, when you are archery hunting out there and you have
multiple people stalking the same deer at the same time, that is a huge problem!!! That should not happen.\\l also
feel that one archery tag per hunter is enough. With the increase in technology, how many more deer are dying
these days because guys are shooting at them 100 yards away and wounding them? Way more than the average
person realizes!!!\\My vote is one archery tag per resident hunter.\Limit non resident hunting and increase their
fees!!\Limit non residents in certain areas to WT only.\Limit youth hunters to shooting WT only in areas like the
Hills.

182

Limit out of state archery hunters to 3500 statewide only tags by drawing and increase license fee to $500 to be
more in line with other states. There would be less crowding on public lands then.

183

There is just not enough public ground for everybody and the out of stater have enough money to pay for access
on the private ground. Starting to remind me of what happened to pheasant hunting, no pay no play.

184

My issues are not with the number or type of Archery hunters on public land, its with all of the additional types of
hunting seasons going on at the same time. Safety has become a major concern to me and several other family
members when considering hunting public land. Allowing people to rifle hunt anything when there are camoflaged
people setting "trying to hide" is a big concern and should be addressed.

185

The use of cross bows for older hunters should be allowed above a certain age.

186

As a Hunter and SD resident | think the state of SD needs to be more restrictive on out of state hunters and
Fishermen also. If they want to come play make them pay!




As far as i'm concered you created this problem. You limit rifle hunters to apply for only 2 tags and it hasn't
changed anything for drawing. It takes longer now to draw a tag. You ###### up a good system. A system that was
working. More people are appling for archery tags because they can't draw a rifle tag. Now you want to mess this
system up to. Go back to the way it was and start thinking things threw before changing things. If i remember
correctly people didn't want the old system to end but you did it anyway so honestly this survey is stupid. Your

187 going to do what you want and not listen to the actual hunters of South Dakota.
If there are areas that GFP is worried about population, | would think making that a draw area would make sense.
If they draw that area, they can't get that east/west river tag.\\l would also be supportive of some areas with point
188 restrictions to have a few trophy areas.
189 | have never archery hunted.
Consistently running into more and more nonresident hunters reducing the quality of the hunting experience.
Getting very crowded since ONX now shows everyone that South Dakota has so many available licenses and public
190 land. These numbers need to be reduced and controlled in my opinion
Maintain the current archery options but force hunters to pick their weapon. If you choose archery season then
you're ineligible for the 1st draw of rifle season for ER or WR and vice versa. | rifle hunt but if | had to choose my
191 season it would be ER archery every time. WR | would choose rifle season, etc.
Can you consider a resident senior 67 plus crossbow license. | have a crossbow license now and | am 76. It sure
192 makes it more enjoyable and gives you a better chance of filling your license.
193 Add a separate Black Hills unit and be able to get two tags or the one state wide tag
| think there are way too many non resident deer hunts. They are the ones who come here and hunt the mule deer
194 more then residents. | think South Dakota should try to make the state or certain units trophy units.
13€™m fine the way it is. Dona€™t fix another draw thata€™s not broke like you did with rifle draws!!! Collect the
195 check and leave it alone!
Nonresident licenses need to be limited and subject to draw just as as | have to do in other states as a nonresident
myself. i have been applying in Wyoming for instance for nine years for a mule deer unit and have yet to get drawn
for a license. Mule deer in South Dakota are especially a special resource that must be limited on a draw basis for
non residents. Why do we impact adversely the opportunities for residents by making things open and easy for
196 non residents? Other states do not.
Need to manage # of non-resident hunters for deer and antelope. We are very cheap and get inundated with out-
197 of-state hunters.
IF we limit Non resident deer tags for firearms, it would make sense to limit archery. | feel like large block of public
west river, for mule deer are being hunted to hard for archery and then for limited rifle, compared to 10 years ago.
I'm ok with NR hunting private land, but it is getting hard to get permission to hunt on private as well as residents. |
know some other states, are offering public and private deer lic, esp for firearms. Might be worth a conversation.
\\It might just be time to limit deer tags for residents and landowners, outside there own land.\l hunt in NE SD and
198 there are plenty of treestands on all the little pieces of public, esp GPA.
| am more concerned about number of tags filled than number sold. If this is just about compatition between
hunters for opportunities then my thaughts would be more controlled units. If cutting back on liecenses is an
199 option cut back the nonresidents.
200 none
If youa€™re wanting less hunting pressure per person | have 19years preference for Black Hill elk this is wrong |
want the system audit to make sure of fairness and no tampering so be careful what you wish for you may die
201 before you get to hunt your special area

202

| believe you should limit the number of resident and nonresident archery hunters on public land. \\Please do not
restrict the amount of resident and nonresident archery hunters on private land. Private Land archery tags should
be unlimited.




Deer population is way down west river in both Custer and Fall river county where | hunt. | go many square miles
without seeing game.\l think we need to limit youth licenses to 10 years of age and older. no reason to be killing so

203 many does when the population is down so much
| don't want to see numbers of hunters reduced or costs increased. The licenses are expensive enough. | believe we
are already heading down the road toward making hunting a sport solely reserved for the rich and privileged. It
204 needs to stop!
Some of the west river muley areas may need to be regulated, but also with that said there needs to be access to
205 the land locked public lands.
Dont ##t# this up like you did with the rifle seasons!!!'\\Why do you ask our opinion when you do what you want
206 anyway!!!!
207 | feel that non resident licenses should be limited by lottery draws and only with a certain number available
Do away with specific archery, and muzzle loader tags. Make the rifle draw a any weapons season. You would
have your draw tag that would apply to season dates, as they are now. if you filled your tag early in the archery
208 season you could not hunt the rifle season.
209 | feel non resident bow licenses should be increased in price.
210 decide on a harvest number and do draw system like rifle
| feel that out of state hunter take our resource for granted and are flocking here in droves. | was amazed at the
large volume of non resident hunters in the western half of the state. | only make it there once in a while but every
time it out of state and in stage pressure was very heavy. | had a friend with a rifle tag in 35L and he said that the
number of non residents during rifle season was high. | know some restrictions have been implemented but lets
211 have some more premium areas.
SD gives out way too many nonresident archery deer tags. We need to move to a limited draw for nonresidents.
I've hunted a lot on public lands in Meade/Harding/Perkins Co and it seems like over 50% of the hunters | run into
212 are out of state. It's too crowded to have an enjoyable hunt without someone else screwing it up for you.
Because South Dakota limits all deer applicants due to the draw method. The archery application leaves the public,
non-landowner hunters their only means of hunting deer many times. | do think there are too many landowner
license opportunities that leaves the working people non- landowners very limited chances of drawing successful.
For that reason, | do believe, that is why there is an increase of archery applications. \That is from my experience--
Many years | do not draw, so for me to experience the beautiful SD outdoors sitting in a blind | must do it with a
213 bow.
214 there are way too many archery deer hunters on public land. The number of hunters should be controlled.
215 Maybe have units for non residents so they do not all show up in the same area




216

The whole Archery hunting/license "numbers/non resident" issue started with concern "supposedly" over "public
lands" with to high Non Resident Archery hunter numbers. Simply put | believe this has happened and will continue
to happen unless "all" "public hunting lands" as it pertains to Archery deer/antelope and particularly public lands
that are hunted for Mule Deer and Antelope have a "limited access/license status" requirement, when it comes to
the number of Non Resident Archers allowed on "all" "public lands" for the purpose of Archery hunting.\Where |
personally have a problem with ## ##/SD Bowhunters Association is when\they "try" to expand the "Archery
license numbers limits" to "my" and "all" "PRIVATE" land. As\a very active and knowledgeable land manager as it
pertains to wildlife species found across the state of South Dakota | know what my specie numbers are/ratios/age
groups/carrying capacity etc and manage all of my private land and all of my leased private land in terms of how
many Archery hunters | allow to access my private lands on a year to year basis. | resent to my core what ## ##/SD
Bowhunters Association are trying to do which is "control"\my "private" land with what were
misleading/misrepresented "Archery petitions" initially introduced in 2019 where "public land" was supposedly the
focus of the original petitions- | believe that was simply intended as the "foot in the door" approach to limiting Non
Resident\Archery hunters in South Dakota- fast forward to this round of ## ###/SD Bowhunters Association
"Archery deer/antelope petitions" and their "hard limit Non Resident Archery number/license and "lottery"
drawing approach- when | read through this round of petitions\aimed at Non Resident Archery deer/antelope
hunters | didn't find the initially focused "Public\Lands" language- i.e, we find ourselves with the true intent of the
##/SD Bowhunters Association "Archery deer/antelope petitions" submitted in 2022 and that is "Total" control
over all South Dakota lands both "public" and "private"-- there in lies a major problem, my private\lands and those
of my fellow responsible/educated and knowledgeable landowners are not allowing over hunting of any kind,
much less Archery deer/antelope. \My advice to the SD GF&P is exercise control over all of South Dakota's "public
hunting lands",\put a "hard limit" on that land, because the reality is you will never have "enough" state/federal
"public" hunting land and with 80+ percent of all SD lands privately owned- it is certainly a wise policy to work with
the private landowners of SD, without there support there will be a much bigger problem than "Non Resident
Archery hunters"- on limited "Public Lands" and lastly, but\not least lets not forget the "Economic" part of this
because "DOLLARS" are a part of this- last time | checked Non Residents Archers contribute at a rate of 7times the
Resident Archery hunters- which is only fair and in reality a modest increase in Non Resident Archery license is
certainly not out of line- there is much more to the economics part of the "Non Resident Archery numbers/license"
issue, but | trust that the main players at SD GF&P are well aware of that part of the equation also.\Common sense
and logic are always a good choices- Thank You for allowing a long time Archery hunter of 50+ years to weigh in on
this Non Resident Archery hunting issue. \#######

217

Has the harvest % increased along with the number of hunters? We should keep our non-resident hunting fees in
line with other western states. GFP should keep more abreast with the deer numbers in different areas of the
state. | don't understand why for many years several east river counties didn't have antlerless permits, then
suddenly in 2021 several had double tags.

218

| take my son out west every fall. We are from the far east side of the state. We enjoy our trip out west as it is our
vacation for the year. Deer numbers are good out west and only surplus of hunters | see is nonresident bow
hunters. Resident archery not an issue. If any change at all is needed It would be limiting number of nonresident
bow hunters. Thank you

219

If want to limit tags, Limit non-residents don't punish the residents that live here, that contribute with taxes and
everyday life and outdoor things.

220

Limit the amount of non-resident hunters




221

Some of the questions in this survey are difficult to answer and probably should not have been asked or at least
worded differently. It seems like we're being led to provide inaccurate answers. Look at how elk tags are issued in
this state! A limited resource and NO non-resident tags are issued. With deer and antelope firearm tags, non-
residents are offered a very low percentage of the total tags, not even close to the same number as residents. Why
then are we allowing non-resident archers to flood our state in unlimited numbers? | believe the bottom line as far
as tags go is that residents should have first choice at tags with limitations on the number of nonresidents. | believe
it should be that simple. If we get to the point that resident archers are putting too much pressure on the big game
herds, then we may need to implement a draw system for residents as well, but | don't believe that is currently the
case. Please limit the number of non-resident deer and antelope archery tags to be used on public land to allow
residents to experience the quality hunting we have come to know. Thank you

222

The Black Hills any deer needs to be changed. Too many mule deer are being taken out by resident and none
resident hunters by archery and rifle hunters can't draw a tag for mule deer because of restrictions on number of
tags isued

223

I think we need to cap nonresident archery licenses and up the price. | hunt out of state every year for elk and the
license is about the cheapest part but if it went up we would still go. | think we pay $650 for elk and yes we have
also deer hunted in these western states also just not as much because we are building points and those tags are
between $450 and $500 | believe. Just saying I've hunted out of state 18 of the last 21 years and never once
thought not this year the tags are to expensive.

224

It is time to restrict NR archery deer, NR archery antelope, and NR BH turkey. SD has become the state for any NR
without a tag to come here. It's a guaranteed tag and the opportunities are better than most places they would go
but it comes at a cost to the resident hunter with relative over crowding and the additional harvest affects the
other rifle tag quotas. The most logical way is to cap the NR seasons listed above to 8% of the resident licenses
sales from the year prior or the 5 or 10 year average. Also creating additional management units with access
permits are needed for units like Minnehaha Co, West Sully, and the Ft. Pierre National Grasslands. For additional
discussion feel free to contact me at ###. #####, President, High Plains Wildlife Assoc. Pierre/Ft. Pierre

225

It would be nice to know the density of archery hunters in different parts of the state. The overall number of
archery hunters may seem like a low number and it is encouraging to see the number of archery hunters
increasing. As a hunter who relies on public land opportunities, it feels like the density of archery hunters in the
highest quality public access habitat has increased tremendously. Perhaps limiting access in more of the highest
quality public access areas would be beneficial.

226

| believe that with the number of hunters and the overall success rate of archery hunting, the deer tags need to be
limited, at least on the larger blocks of public and public access land. | would not feel bad as a resident hunter not
being able to draw a tag every year if the quality and quantity of deer would be improved. This would also regulate
the pressure on deer and | believe make a more quality hunt each time a tag was dawn.

227

Non resident s should be limited draw only, not everyone gets one. And should be black hills choice or prairie
choice.

228

If we new the harvest percentage it would help with our decision. Thank you

229

Non resident flood the public lands looking for mule deer . For example the shadehill campground for past 5 yearss
always has large groups from Minnesota hunting the grand river grasslands and game production areas shooting
anything they can .

230

| havena€™t hunted mule deer specifically east or west river for awhile. | think the current system works well. If the
numbers need to be controlled more specifically then regions might be the way to control that. | also wouldna€™t
be opposed to more statewide anydeer tags if the deer population can handle. Say doing 2 state wide and
eliminate the east/west river specifications. However the game fish department needs to mange the population. |
am NOT in support of a lottery for deer tags for archery.




231

Our opinions as hunters really do not make a difference as whatever the GFP have decided to do is what is going to
happen. A perfect example of this is when there were public meetings regarding the current license draw system.
The GFP knew going into the public meetings what they wanted to do, and the meetings were basically window
dressing to allow the public to think they had an input. The question was asked if the GFP already had made a
decision on what was going to happen and the representatives looked all of us in the eye and said no. Low and
behold, the exact examples that we were asked to "hypothetically" fill out was exactly what the current draw
system is. | personally have received fewer "draw" licenses than before the changes. So | have no doubt that there
is already an idea of what is going to happen, and these "inputs" are a waste of everyone's time and effort.

232

Way to many bow hunters now. There needs to be a lottery draw for them also. If u lottery draw rifle hunters the
same should go to bow hunters.

233

I think it is ridiculous that we offer unlimited nonresident archery deer tags. | know this is all about money, but we
need to look to have a future population of deera€}. When | try to hunt mule deer | see nonresidents very often. It
makes it very hard for a resident to enjoy what we have here when there is always someone where you try to hunt,
as there is only so much public land and that is where most of the nonresidents hunt. Also, the more pressure
there is on public land, the more deer get pushed to private land. This happens often and then when rifle deer
opens the hunt is much harder as well as most of the deer have been trained to avoid public land. | have seen
many times where they come within about 503€™ of the public land, but know not to cross the linea€;. | would
highly recommend limited nonresident tags

234

Archery license is being handled just fine. Season | dona€™t think needs to start as early the last week of
September or 1 October is good enough. There should be no hunting of any kind archery Or gun after 1 January

235

Limit out of state hunters and charge them more.

236

Seems like some public hunting areas have more trail cameras and deer stands than what would be optimal.

237

As a non-resident land owner | find it rather unfair | had to wait five years to draw rifle whitetail deer tag. | feed
them! | watch over sixty head in the spring green up annually. And it is like that in every valley. | do not see as
many now, but between heat, fawns and the bustle of summer tourist season | expect less. But they are still there.
| see no other hunters in the hills where | have my home, | cant say "when I'm out hunting" cause | haven't been
because of this license system of South Dakota's.

238

At my age, | now longer hunt trophies and just want a peaceful hunt to enjoy the outdoors whether | harvest a
deer or not.\\l don't always fill and my largest complaint would be the number of hunters that seriously grab every
tag available. This has decrease the overall quality of deer and has made other deer seasons limited to once every
three years for draw success. | do not want to compete for the right to enjoy the outdoors.

239

The black hills has to many archery hunters killing mule deer

240

| would like to see non-resident any-deer licenses limited along the Missouri River corridor and all of west river. |
am not opposed to a modest increase in non-resident tags, but | don't believe we need to match our prices to that
of other western states. We will only price out the regular hunters. We don't want to make hunting just for the
wealthy! \\Another option that | think is reasonable is to have the west river deer draw for rifle and if the person
draws a tag they could purchase an archery stamp. If they harvest a deer with the archery permit they are done
hunting.

241

There are far too many non resident archery hunters. They shoot anything that is brown. Deer are no longer
growing to trophy size in many areas where access to non resident hunting is. Their needs to be a limit on hunters
especially non residents and a limited draw. Some areas should go to a 4 point or better harvest requirement

242

It would be nice on some public lands that there were restrictions to archery hunting only or big game only. Too
many times | have had bird hunters or small game hunters screw up hunts! Hunting on public land requires work
and archery hunting on public land even requires more. These guys hunting rabbits and squirrels mess up hunts in
5 minutes that | have involved weeks planning!! Its a little frustrating to say the least! Maybe some land especially
large blocks of timber mainly good for deer hunting be limited to deer hunting only.




243

Archery deer season opens too early! You need to limit the number of deer harvested with archery equipment in
the Black Hills.

244

Over the years SD GFP has greatly reduced the number of tags/opportunities for hunters in the firearms season.
This has been a major catalyst in the increased participation in archery hunting. You created the monster....it's the
only guaranteed tag you can get. The GFP has increasingly shifted away from providing opportunity to a trophy
mentality. When we attend meetings and it's admitted that they haven't flown for years, and that management is
being based on success rate.... that's just flat wrong! We need opportunity if we expect future generations to come
into the fold.

245

Extend the Length of the Season into the New Year!

246

With the advancement of archery equipment and hunting gear in general have given advantages to archery
hunters. The season is very long and allows constant pressure on an already stressed herd. | want us all to enjoy
the outdoors but leveling the playing field at times is necessary.

247

This is slippery lawyer questioning. You already have the agenda picked out how you want people to answer by
asking for people's input worth limited options. Therefore, the department is not trusted in this line of question
and answers. We have taken away opportunities from South Dakota residents in the last 10 years. Living in this
state should mean something. First thing is limit licenses for nonresident hunters, should do the same as what lowa
does. If 25,000 resident archery licenses are issued, then only 7% what remaining would be allowed for non-
residents. This is the same guideline that it's been implies for years with a GFP limit to 7% of the licenses because
thata€™s all public land access. That should only apply to antler deer. Antlerless tags should not count in the total
number on resident count. Second stop the over counter tags for non-resident. \\The hunting crowd has changed
over the years. We have gotten along just fine. But we have several people that have opinions and we have social
media. What the state needs to do is elect game commissioner. Make hunting and fish a constitutional right in
South Dakota. llluminate the game Commission by governor picks. When the Commission ask the opinion of the
hunting public they do not listen to the voice of the people. The department of tourism is not the game fish and
parks but it's being run like it is. SDP

248

Non-resident mule deer hunters are having a negative impact on buck numbers in my opinion. Not just taking
mature animals but too many younger bucks. While unlimited tags are especially nice for residents it may be
necessary at some point to go to a draw system so populations can be healthy in the more popular areas...

249

| have seen more and more nonresident Muley hunters on public land every year. | just dona€™t see how the
declining Mule deer population can support all this extra pressure. | think the current nonresident start date and
April 1 deadline were a good start. NR Muley tags should be limited draw only.

250

Get ride of the goofy rule about nonresident deer hunters have to apply before April 1 to get tag valid on public
and private land. It would be better to restrict the number of licenses.

251

Do one for the firearm season. The way the drawing system is set up is unfair.

252

Get rid of non residents archery hunters .

253

Take the advice of The South Dakota Bowhunters Incorporated. This is a dedicated organization to the state of SD
and has proven to be in the know on issues dealing with archery hunting in our state. TAKE THEIR ADVICE!

254

Seems like the deer herd numbers are way down would also think tag numbers would also go down with the
population

255

Is there a possibility of having a drawing for non-resident archery licensea€™s?

256

Limit archery licenses to one any deer

257

All archery licenses should have a limited draw just like the firearm licenses!




258

A higher percentage of hunters use archery equipment across the country than used to. Therea€™s also a higher
percentage of people that spend time chasing a big deer so theya€™re spending more days afield hunting to
harvest a deer. Yes, there are places in the state that therea€™s quite a bit of pressure but compared to other parts
of the country it is not even close to the same amount of pressure. Ia€™m not sure what is trying to be determined
by this survey, | can only speculate that ita€™s to determine if archery hunters should be restricted more.
Thata€™s sad if thata€™s the case because archery hunters are generally putting in more time and not seeing the
same success as other weapon methods. | highly value the flexibility | have to hunt either east river, west river, or
statewide for the period of time that the season is open. | can buy an east river tag and generally hunt one area but
if | get lucky and shoot the deer | wanted then | can buy a west river tag and extend my season so it isna€™t over.
Or | can by a statewide tag because 1a€™m limited on the amount of time | can spend archery deer hunting that fall
but | have the option to hunt in the western part of the state but if | dona€™t fill my tag then | can use it east river
around home when | have time. \The biggest issue | can see is with nonresident hunters increasing because the
season starts September 1 so more people are traveling to SD to harvest a velvet buck. The only change i might
agree with is to limit nonresident hunters to after September 15 or something similar. But even that means that
the state loses out on some revenue and economic spending by those hunters that come to target a velvet buck.

259

Try and favor on the South Dakota residents when it comes to license and limit the non-residents and the
availability of licenses sold on their behalf!

260

As this survey has said the number of archery had increased and number of deer have decreased so we need to do
something to limit the hunting pressure.

261

The number of non-resident archery licenses needs to be reduced. This would be accomplished with a very limited
draw for non-resident licenses. This would help reduce the number of archery hunters, while continuing to provide
for a quality hunt for residents and non-residents alike. Archery licenses in the hands of resident hunters should
take precedent over non-resident hunters obtaining licenses.

262

I'm not a big fan of nonresident big game hunters..... Same feelings for our fishing. Other states close there walleye
season in the spring so they come over and take as many of ours as they can.\ NO THANKS!NIf it's
closed in there State then it should be closed for them here also.

263

There is interest in archery hunting because it allows an any deer tag, and is statewide. Where as with rifle and
muzzleloader it is difficult to get an any deer tag, and is too limited to one county. With access to hunting land
what it is, it is nice to be able to hunt in several counties. The land owner preface is abused by members not the
farmer living on the land taking up the any deer tags.

264

| have more trouble with gun seasons. Youth, mentored, muzzleloaders, regular rifle seasons. Where | normally
hunt, there is always some kind of firearm season going on.

265

| would like to see the GF&P allow crossbow deer hunting for hunters that are 60 years of age or older. You have
age preferances for the younger hunters in the state for their hunting opportunities so | think you could give us
older hunters the same consideration. Maybe at the next GF&P commission meeting, this issue could be brought
up for discussion amongst the members. Thank- you .

266

Non residence should have to enter a draw. 20% of archery tags sold of the previous year.

267

Keep it the way it is gfp has messed up every aspect of other big game licenses in the past 5 years which is making
it so that people don't get excited about hunting. Number of bow hunters has gone up because the number of
people getting rifle tags is more restricted. People still want to hunt so your die hard hunters who don't get a rifle
tag get bow tags just to experience the excitement. It not always about getting a deer it's about teaching the next
generation and enjoying the outdoors.

268

| would like to see a increase in public land.

269

We need to limit non resident archery hunters more than we do already. We also need to charge more for non
resident tags. If they want to come here and shoot a deer they will pay for the tag.

270

If needed just limit Buck tags available, | still see plenty of deer around and dead in roads. So | dona€™1 believe
ita€™s a population issue, maybe ppl whining because there is competition in d€ce their spota€e, but ita€™s the
name of the game. Or is it a way for G,F &P to capitalize $ on the popularity??




271

Maybe | missed it but what is the success rate for archery hunters? In the past 5 years | have harvested one female
deer. | know many other archery hunters who were just as unsuccessful, so | am curious about the numbers.

272

Many non residents will shoot doe and young bucks to fill a tag towards the end of their trip since they drove so
far. The tag should switch to any buck or at least no mule deer doe. Non resident numbers should also be
decreased, or maybe switched to unit specific so numbers can be better managed.

273

Need antlerless archery permits in all of bon homme County, not just in the designated area

274

Ban shooting mule deer does till population expands.

275

| like the way it is now. Gives you flexibility to be able to hunt the areas you have before and to explore new areas.
Some areas have too many mule deer hunters. If you did limit that | think it would be better to go by county
instead of regional areas

276

Create a separate category and license structure for those of us that use traditional archery equipment - recurves
and longbows.

277

Improve LLC hunting for all members of that LLC so they can apply for land ownership for hunting as well. [ta€™s
not right for one family member can apply for land ownership tag when the rest of the family cannot. My brothers
and sisters own 440 acres of land and | have to apply for a regular hunting tag every year for rifle. | hunt archery as
well

278

Maintain the status quo for residents. Nonresidents should have a draw system.

279

There has to be a limit on the number of archery hunters, resident and nonresident. Our public land is getting
hammered by out of state archery hunters which ruins it for resident archery and also resident firearm.

280

Cut back on nonresident tags make it a lottery for the nonresident tags

281

Hopefully the commission will actually listen to the input of this survey and perhaps take the opinion of the COs
into consideration. It would be a first but | still maintain hope.

282

I'm perfectly content with the current status of the archery season

283

Need to have a limit on nonresident tags. Need to have lottery draw for nonresident hunters

284

Raise NR archery deer price slightly. NR mule deer tags need to be limited. Resident and NR mule deer tags need
to be limited in the Black Hills. ABSOLUTLY NO antlerless archery mule deer tags, whitetail only. NO rifle mule
deer tags unless they are ranch specific deprivation tags. NO youth or Mentored antleress mule deer tags untill
population numbers increase. It is much easier to bite the bullet for a few years and not shoot does then too
slightly reduce numbers for multiple years.

285

While the number of tags has gone up, nothing was said about the success rate. Having formally worked for the
department, in the past everything they based on for not changing it in the past was the low success rate. While |
am also sure that is being taken into consideration, the deer numbers are way down where | hunt, on both species.
| also know that you care about the almighty buck, so | for see nothing else happening and you keeping it all the
same.

286

Raise the prices for nonresidenta€™s

287

| think there should be more private land availability. | hunt private land in SD for deer. My dad owns a ranch that |
have been hunting on and working at for years now. [t3€™s really hard on my family when | have to get enough
points to draw a rifle tag but we can get an archery tag every year. | think crossbows should be legal the same as
any compound and or long bow/recurve. | dona€™t understand why they are not legal. Let people use crossbows
during archery without having a a€cedoctors notea€e. Give private land non resident rifle tags. | am fine being
charged non resident prices to hunt my families land but it should be a guarantee | get a a rifle and archery tag
every year. Also, you should allow more non resident doe tags on private land. Again, | hunt my families land. |
should be able to get rifle and archery doe tags. | use to\Be able to but not any more. | hunt Jones county for the
most part. It is one of the counties they don3a€™t give non resident archery doe tags for. For someone who hunts a
family private ranch, ita€™s somewhat a joke to be honest. Archery could have a little work and rifle needs a lot of
work in this case. Thank you for the chance to voice my opinion.

288

Make nonresidents draw, 1a€™m willing to pay more for a resident tag to make up the difference.




Quit hunting public land due to overcrowding. Have driven Little Bend (where I used to do spot and stalk) road a
couple times several years ago in the middle of the week and found vehicles from Tennessee, Florida, Minnesota

289 and others. Of course they love the opportunity, but it leaves less room and less unspooked deer for residents.
Decrease nonresident deer tags. Residents should not have to suffer because more nonresident hunt here. Keep
290 public land public, no permits needed.
291 Your new draw for rifle hunting sucks which is probably the reason for more archery hunters.
Need to go to a 90-10 split for archery deer hunters and go to a unit based archery license with two options and
292 that is all no extra licenses until the third round draw
Limit residents to one archery licensea€ | too many east river hunters hunting both east and west rivera€ | the out of
state hunters are not the problema€ | they bring money in to the state and are probably hunting with a guide on
private landa€ | .east river hunters hunting west rivera€ |1 know this is not popular but that is the way | see
293 ita€|.make a choicea€|.one deer!!
294 SD Nonresident license fees are less than our surrounding states. They should be equal.
295 leave as is
296 | have great memories of my life and hunting is one of them.
I do think nonresident tags should be limited in order to allow resident hunters more opportunities to hunt on
297 public lands.
I think nonresidents archery tags should be capped and they should have to select a specific county unit or hills to
298 hunt. | do not feel resident archers should be forced to select a specific unit other than east or west river.
How many deer are being taken during the archery deer season. Do you feel they are being over or under
299 harvested.
300 | would be curious to know what the percentage of harvest is to the number of licenses sold
Overall, | think the archery system in South Dakota is working well, but there are a few improvements that could be
made. For example, |, like many people, have more concerns about our mule deer herds than anything. | believe
that we need to restrict more people, residents and non-residents, on harvesting mule deer in certain areas. Also,
the state should consider limiting non-resident archers, as many of them come to South Dakota to specifically
target Mike deer. The harvest rates for archery are so low, that the effect on whitetail herds should be minimal.
However, the effect on our mule deer herds are more noticeable and concerning, and that is where most of the
301 focus should be placed.
| would like to see more definition on where one can archery hunt within State Parks. | can see the boundaries of
the parks on the online hunting area atlas, but could you specifically 4€cecross-hatcha€e areas where | cana€™t (or
shouldn3€™t) archery hunt? (Campground areas, day-use areas, etc.) It would help raise awareness of hunting
302 opportunities in state parks.
no matter what changes might be made, it is important that resident archery hunters are allowed at least one deer
license every year. it should be an any deer license unless the department wants to start issuing a buck only
303 archery license.
Please stop tearing down trees and trying to create natural prairie that hasn't existed for 100 years, as in the Club
304 House Lake bottom. One of the dumbest things I've seen in a long time.
Would like better and more knowledgeable regarding phone staff and their information and the way it all is
305 handeled
Fix the website \It4€™s horrible \Have archery tags available for sale over the counter, you could let people buy
306 one any deer deer and up to 10 antlerless.




I think you need to concentrate on what is best for the in state hunters first. | tried to get a Black Hills rifle deer
permit and my wife and | both did not get our west river permits. If you do not have enough permits for those,
why are you permitting out of state people for both rifle and archery. | know this is not in response to your
question but why on the new site do people have to look forever to see the tiny little button that says ( log in).
Also my wife and | tried to put in for the contingency elk permit and we cant even find where the units are. Would

307 you PLEASE put maps on this site so a person can see the units while putting in for the license. Thank you.
Starting in September just increases the pressure as the end vogue thing is to get a velvet buck. Far too many
308 young deer, especially muleys, are harvested for this reason
309 input forms do not mean any thing. the gfp do like they want anyway it just makes people think it does.
310 Please leave this as it is.
There is simply too much technology in what was once considered a primitive season. | feel going back to the
original equipment, when the seasons were implemented would decrease the number of archery hunters. Those
persons would choose not to participate because of the effort involved. Not because they were not lucky enough in
311 a draw system.\\Sights, triggers, and letoff bows do not belong in primitive seasons.
In my area anyway, | know a lot of people started archery hunting because it took almost 5 years preference to
draw a east river any deer rifle tag. They wanted to be able to hunt every year. And rifle season is only two weeks,
312 whereas archery you have a long season and can take your time.
313 This nice perfect
314 35L needs to be more restricted for residents and nonresident. Got to 50 NR and 150 R archery draw tags
limit non resident on public land, and/or a have nonresident private land option. Leave resident as unlimited tags,
315 dont like penalizing residents.
316 SDGFP is doing a great job. | love South Dakota,
Hunting regulation manuals need to be allocated to retailers and the general piblic much earlier. Hunting season
317 had already started the last 2 years before these handbooks have even been in the hunters hands!
318 keep up your good work!!!
Allow more in-state residents to obtain rifle deer tags and you wouldn't have an over abundance of archery
hunters. People are converting to archery for a chance to put meat in their freezer since we rarely get rifle tags
anymore. My husband and | used to alternate rifle deer tags every year, now it's every several years for one or the
other of us. Residents pay taxes and yet you allow non-residents to have more access to tags, fairness??? | think
319 not.
Restrict archery, example; too many arc hers hunt lincoln cty from other surroundings counties. Especially out of
320 state, like lowa.
As an East river landowner, it would be nice to be able to have archery any deer plus an archery antlerless option. L
321 love shooting a buck, but also have way too many doe on the land.
We have more people moving to South Dakota, and we need to have more opportunities for them as a reward and
less for nonresidents. Nonresidents really take a toll on the antelope and deer West River during bow season, and
nonresident tags are comparatively cheap here compared to other states. Even a major increase in license cost
322 could make a considerable impact on nonresident hunting pressure.
You should try to get the web site straightened out and more user friendly before you start changing it all over
323 again
324 Don't change anything. It isn't broken!
| have seen out of state pheasant hunters (with guides) hunting on public lands on opening day and then reverting
to leased lands the next day after crowdIng out the local hunters. | am concerned that this trend will expand into
325 archery deer hunting on state hunting areas.
Would like to see the entire Black Hills until open to a additional antlerless Whitetail tag. Thanks for all you do. Also
326 wish the public land archery tas deadline was later like August 1.




327

State residents should always have total access to our state wildlife thata€™s why most of us love SD. The
nonresident hunters need too be regulated or completely removed before SD residents can be told they cana€™t
obtain a archery license for the state we pay taxes ina€;..

328

Even though there are more archery hunters than several years ago, | would expect the lower success rate would
not have a large impact on the number of deer.

329

| feel that the archery season opens too early and should go back to October 1. The weather is too warm and
many of the younger deer need their mothers to teach them about the weather and habitat changes coming in
winter. | feel thatis enough time for hunting in October, November, and December.

330

Please do not change the archery seasons. In my opinion the state already changed my opportunity to hunt deer
with this new goofy system. It was supposed to help me draw rifle or muzzleloader easier, and now | never draw.
Ease do not change anything with archery. You are killing our hunting opportunities for residents.

331

| am certain that non-residents generate more revenue for all sectors of the economy. Still, the pay-to-play game
ranchers seem to be tipping access and advantage away from residents through leases and under table
agreements. | have a hunch they are the ones urging a change in the current system. Changes that will not benefit
me, or the following generations of my offspring.

332

| wonder if the increase in resident archery deer hunters is related to the changes made in the rifle deer application
process. While the intent was to provide more opportunity to more hunters | believe the opposite has occurred
and reduced for more traditional opportunities for many residents. In the past it was possible to apply for and is
successful obtain both in East River and West River rifle tag. The changed application system makes this nearly
prohibitive. | believe some residents have looked to archery hunting to be able to hunt both West River and East
River. Please do not make a reactive change to the archery deer season limiting resident hunters opportunities
unless there is a biological science-based reason for the change

333

| believe the increase in licenses has a correlation to the firearms deer tags. Because it takes longer to draw a
firearms deer tag the only option is to bow hunt if you want to deer hunt or want the meat.

334

| would like to see them leave the resident archery tags the way they are. | have a 12 year old son who just started
hunting with his bow. It is a great opportunity for him to get out there on 9/1 of each year and possibly get a
velvet buck without having to deal with preference points. Out of state tags should get limited. | know the state
LOVES all the money coming from out of state hunters but it would be nice to preserve archery deer tags for
residents who live, work, and pay taxes in South Dakota. There is getting to be too many outfitters and hunting
unfortunately is becoming a rich person's sport :( Thanks for doing the survey and asking our opinions!!

335

Your new system makes drawing a rifle tag harder making more hunters archery hunt

336

In the past few years, the GF&P Commission and the elected officials have not listened to the people that buy the
tags and support the wildlife division of the GF&P. | understand that between 80 and 90% of the comments on big
game tags were against changing to the system we have now, where you can only put in for two on the first draw.
Why are we to believe that you will listen to us on this issue?? We residents were totally against opening up
unlimited archery deer to non-residents, but it was done anyway to get that non-resident money for the
department and some landowners. If you limit hunters on public land, that will only further drive the opportunity
to commercialize the private land, like has happened to the WR tags for rifle.

337

Quit screwing around with what is already working. SD has already completely screwed up the rifle deer hunting in
this state.

338

| dond€™t hear any complaints from other archery hunters in the area | live. Access is good, deer numbers seem to
be rebounding a bit. And I like the length of season allowing the possibility of a deer in velvet. No need to change
things unless your data is showing you something I3€™m not seeing.

339

| like the idea of creating 5-10 regional units but think the number of tags allowed needs to be capped at say 2 no
matter if there is left overs in other units




| would like to see non-resident Any-Deer archery tags limited to the same percentage of resident versus non-
resident tags offered for the rifle seasons where non-residents are allowed to hunt. 10%\\You show total resident
archery and total non-resident archery tags, which | can only assume includes either-sex and antlerless tags. What
are the numbers for residents having at least one any-deer tag compared to the number of non-residents with any-

340 deer tags. Might be a better representation of the percentages of archery hunters.
In state hunters should always be given preference over out of state hunters so if there are too few deer then out
341 of state archery tags should also decrease tremendously, especially on public ground.
People are taking up archery because ita€™s the easiest way to be able to hunt and try to harvest a deer. With the
342 rifle lottery as it is it takes several years to get the chance to harvest a deer
343 Cut the archery season dates down. They can hunt from Sept 1 to Dec 31st. It's to long.
Archery deer hunting has certainly increased, but success is much lower than rifle and it gets people hunting more.
If anything we need to restrict rifle hunting more. With today's technology, rifle hunting borders on non fair
344 chase. Especially considering the "long range hunting" craze that isn't really hunting at all.
345 Charge more money to out of stateda€™s hunters and reduce numbers.
if SD is going to make any license restrictions, it should start with fewer out of state hunters and they should be the
ones paying more and having less opportunity for a tag. SD doesnt have to cave to the almighty dollar on
346 everything hunting. Please take care of the resident bowhunters and keep them happy.
I am a nonresident hunter from Minnesota. [a€™ve been purchasing licenses for white tails since the mid 80s. And
mostly hot for mature bucks and a lot of years | do not fill my tag. | hope I can continue to get a license without any
hassle. Dona€™t know how many more years | have left to hunt. | sure hope I can continue to get a license. Thank
347 you
Non residents are severely impacting the quality of hunting and fishing in our state. Residents should not be
impacted by more restrictions on when and where and what license they can get. Unlimited nr license needs to
348 stop.
How about expanding the number of non resident gun licenses. | want to go deer hunting with my son and
grandson over thanksgiving and the only way I'm guarenteed to go is have a archery tag. They hunt spink or brown
county and no tags are left after four resident draws. That to me shows that you don't need or want non-residents
349 money.
Would like to see some preference for landowners both resident and non resident-especially those who manage
350 for wildlife. Their time and expense to maintain wildlife habitat should be recognized at least in some way.
The number of archery mule deer hunters is large and growing. There is basically no other state (maybe NE?) that
essentially allows OTC mule deer archery and nonresidents are starting to utilize the opportunity more and more.
Public lands are already crowded and the restriction of nonres to private until Oct 1 has pushed them on to private
where they are willing to pay trespass fees. | have been turned away from multiple ranches west river because
nonresidents are now paying to hunt there. Can't fault the landowner for taking the $$ but | am now losing access
351 because of it.
352 Thank you for the opportunity to share my thoughts out here in the "western" portion of our state!\\JS
We own 336 acres of prime creek bottom and hay fields along French Creek and we have caught archery hunters
353 taking deer without permission several times. One was a non resident filming a hunting show.
354 Please bring back the extra tag for antlerless deer. There are plenty of does to be harvested.
Our deer populations are way too low due to poor harvest management and too many harvested does. Disease has
also taken its toll on deer populations but it does not seem that much was done to limit the harvests and build the
herds up. We archery hunted the 2 and 3rd of September and counted 15 deer where 5-10 years ago there were
355 75-100. Drought has also played a roll, but we feel it is too many hunters.
356 Please do not increase non-resident hunting opportunities at the expense of South Dakota resident hunters.
357 Deer hunting is becoming harder due to farmers stripping all the habitat from the land.




358

It's hard to get a rifle any deer tag in the area | wish to hunt...usually takes about 3 to 5 year preference points.
This is one of the reasons archery any deer tags have become so popular. | would really hate to see it become a
draw situation! The archery deer tag management should be left as is!

359

We need to start managing deer not looking for more revenue. Archery hunters are more technical than ever,
cameras, range finders, better bows, better arrows. More successful than ever before. Out of state hunters are
going to get a deer leta€™s work on thinning whitetail numbers where they are high and limit licenses where mule
and whitetail are low. Leta€™s stop focusing on $$ and bring overall statewide deer herds to a manageable
number. The revenue will come when residents see a manageable herd. Trophy deer are usually taken on private
land once deer feel the pressure on public land this has always been true. Let the hunters hunt with respect for the
game sought.

360

Two years in a row | haven't gotten the access permit for 35L section. Last year | didn't draw and | found out two
days ago that | somehow missed the drawing for this year. Usually I'm on top of when everything is going on. Hard
to find where drawings are on the new system and easy to miss.

361

There is just getting to be too much pressure on our resources, especially for bucks. It may be time soon to limit
archery tag numbers!

362

Have non residents places in limited draws and charge more for their tags. Keep resident opportunities as is.

363

Love archery hunting, | have passed it down to my grown children.\\Keep up the great work.

364

I'd like to see no waterfowl road hunting in the Sioux Falls area . Too many road hunters disturbing the deer during
that goose season.\Just during the deer season part of that particular time.\l believe it runs into February.

365

My experience with non resident hunters is that they often hunt public and they come hunt for a solid block of
time (like a week straight). At a minimum mile deer for NR should be severely limited - like 500 tags/stamps. Even
whitetail tags should be limited for NR. Most other similar states already have limits on their archery NR hunting.
lowa takes 4-5 years to draw an archery tag in many units. Another issue is that SD gives out too many any deer
tags - why not guarantee any deer archery tags for those that dond€™t draw a rifle tag? If you draw a rifle tag - no
any deer archery tag - people shouldna€™t be able to draw 4 or more any deer tags - thata€™s one of the root
causes.

366

Changing archery deer from otc to limited in some fashion is going to need to happen at some point, its good to
start to think about a method to control the harvest sooner than later.

367

My biggest concern with many archery hunters is "lost" deer. | have many friends and others that | hear of that
shoot deer but are unable to find. | know this is a hunter ethics issue, but like it or not, regardless of what people
say, they continue to hunt until they harvest a deer.\My second issue is UNLIMITED tags. Why not limit the
archery tags to 1 or maybe even 1 buck and then 1 antlerless. Somehow these numbers taken by archery hunters
has to be limited. Maybe anyone can get a tag but only 1 Buck tag. |trust GFP in managing the resource but it
appears to be very loose right now.

368

The agency should have not input concerning use of private land.

369

The increase is due to the growth that archery has been experiencing the last 15-20 years. The Covid pandemic
may have also contributed to the increase due to time off from jobs, food shortages, increased food costs, the
desire for natural renewable food sources. Archery hunting is not at the point of over saturation on available public
ground compared to rifle hunting. Most public ground hunters still have limited time to dedicate to archery
hunting, especially when having to travel to a public spot. public grounds share other seasons that make bow
hunting public less desirable for bow hunters. There maybe over saturated areas around the highly populated
cities. Having lived and hunted in South Dakota my whole life, hunting both small game, waterfowl and pheasants,
most of the seasons have their issues with over saturated hunters and hunting spots, public and private.\Having a
healthy population number of hunters is always a good game management tool. Not to may years ago, the state
was concerned about the drop in new and older hunters. This current concern is an opportunity for the state to
offer more public and private land available for the general hunting population.

370

With more and more outfitters leasing the hunting rights on private property it puts way too much pressure on
public lands. | see this as more of a problem with hunting in West River areas.




371 Thanks for the survey
372 | believe crossbow hunting should be allow for any one over age 65 or as Wyoming is now .
373 If there is a need to restrict archery hunters let those be non resident hunters.
374 There too many deer dead along highways. The state needs to issue more licenses and allow crossbows
In my opinion, many archery deer are wounded and not retrieved. | believe that it would be better to limit the
number of archery tags and increase the number of firearm tags. This would allow for more firearm harvest with
375 less game loss and still control overpopulation for farmers and ranchers.
Do not allow nonresident hunters access on public lands to reduce the pressure. Public lands should only be
376 available for residents.
The problem isna€™t the amount of hunters. The issue is the lack of opportunity on quality habitat. The state is
way behind our western neighbors in regards to access programs on large pieces of private land. This would help
377 spread people out, and also helps to curb the commercialization of big game hunting in general.
My opinion is if the Nonresidents want to hunt this state. The state commission needs to look at what other states
are charging for Nonresidents to hunt in those states and raise the price of those Nonresident tags to match other
states fees. | feel that Nonresidents are coming to SD because the tags are very cheap. Compared to other states.
378 Also limit the number of Nonresident tags and have them pay for a preference point.
Raise the fees for non-residents just like most western states have done. And restrict the number of non-residents.
Make the non-residents controlled hunts (by lottery drawing). Increase the price of non-resident preference points
just like Wyoming and other western states. Non-residents will pay more for the opportunities available here in
379 SD.
380 | feel the current process is the most valuable to archery hunters.
381 Restrict nonresident archery tags. \\Restrict mule deer archery tags, both resident and nonresident.
Additional data to determine areas of low recruitment and high hunting pressure may need to be collected.
Obvious focus on public lands, specifically large tracts, for species specific harvest may help in determining limited
permit areas just as prior locations have been outlined. Concerns on mule deer recruitment throughout the west
should raise awareness in SD. Mule deer harvest in western SD by archery hunters vs whitetail would be expected
382 to be high. Consider species specific permit areas to enhance populations and hunter opportunities.
| am very new to Archery hunting so my feedback is very limited in experience but | have lived here all of my life
383 and have a lot of background in the outdoors. Thanks
Increase the cost of non-resident archery licenses. Limit the number of tree stands one can put in places like
Newton hills. | did like the idea of more units, would like to hear more about it. Statewide, or East or West, not
384 both!!
would having to choose East or West river only for a archery choice vs being able to purchase both help with the
385 hunting pressure of to many hunters? Just a thought....
386 | know multiple people that get Archery tags and end up not filling it...
Over the last 25 years it has gotten tough to get into private areas to hunt. The private land is really hard to get on
387 and has pushed me to hunt public land as well.
Leave the resident tags alone. If you want to do something limit/reduce the non resident tags. Why take away the
opportunity away from a resident. WAY TO MANY NON RESIDENTS TAKING ADVANTAGE OF SOUTH DAKOTAS
388 CHEAP TAGS AND OVER RUNNING THE PUBLIC LANDS.
| have been very frustrated with decent archery hunting opportunities on public land the last several years. The
hunting pressure has gone up considerably in SE SD and honestly the last two years | have seen less bucks in person
and on my cameras. (I am not looking for trophies just hoping for a 3x3 and above) | dond€™t know what the
389 answer is but | dona€™t see archery hunter numbers going down.
390 Allow one license only.




391

I wish | could archery hunt, we are 6 days into the season and | still haven't received my tag that | purchased on
August 11th.

392

Ending nonresident archery tags takes us back to a number similar to what it was in 2012. Simple fix. All they do
online is bad mouth SDGFP over the recent changes from what | can see, very ungrateful. \\That wouldn't be a very
nice thing to do though. Best idea would be to cap it at 3000 and hold a draw for them. Include mandatory harvest
requirements for successful archers.\\Ending statewide tags and seeing where that gets us would probably be a
good step. Honestly though, those nonresident numbers are almost all WR mule deer hunters from what | can
see.\\Thanks for your time. | hear the winds of change, and it doesn't sound good.

393

| have almost become an archery only hunter and look forward to it so much every year. | see plenty but dona€™t
always harvest out of choice. It would be a shame if | couldnd€™1 get that tag. \I was also in Custer filling up last
fall in the morning before scouting for elk and couldna€™t believe the amount of Nebraska hunters there. | asked
a few and they said they were archery hunting mule deer.

394

offer lifetime liscences and raise non resident drastically

395

One of the reasons why we have experienced a continuing increase in the number of archery deer hunters,
especially non-residents is because they are NOT limited in SD like they are in most other good deer hunting States.
We had the a€celuxurya€e of low numbers of applicants over many years and the impacts were not significant
related to hunting pressure and/ or harvest! That time has past and now pressure for hunting spots is high and the
success rate for bow hunters is also high due to improved equipment, cameras, etc. The long archery season and
the fact that much bow hunting is done pre- rut and during the rut itself is also contributing to harvest success and
higher impacts on populations and a€cetrophya€e opportunities. Certainly a time for a change at both the resident
and non- resident permit availability. Thanks for the opportunity to comment.

396

| believe resident hunters have more rights to hunt in our state then nonresident. But the sdgfp likes the money
generated by nonresident license.

397

No NON Resident Hunt in SD. Residents only\Even with left over tags a resident should still be able to get one. For
Rifle or Muzzleloader.

398

| feel nonresident archery tags need to be changed from an over-the-counter purchase to a limited draw. Right
now South Dakota is touted on many online hunting forums as the perfect back up plan for when you strike out on
drawing archery permits in other western states. | also do not feel that restricting non-residents in any way
requires that we also put some sort of restriction on resident archery hunters.

399

Get rid of all the useless walk-in-ground you already have a pay for something worth hunting.

400

August 1 opening Dove ..the doves are gone

401

As a archery shop owner , | am starting to see a swing back twords 2015 ish thinking , also believ that non res
should be limited to percent of residents tags, maybe like rifle percentages. | feel the non res can just fill I s.d
tag if don't get drawn in another statel

402

Up the price for non resident!!!

403

The only area | have an opinion on is Newton Hills State Park. | spend the majority of my archery hunting there and
over the last 10 years have seen quite an increase to the number of hunters in this area. In the north side of the
park, | usually cannot go more than 100 yards without seeing another tree stand. Another issue is that there are a
handful of hunters that will hang multiple stands all over in an effort to keep others from hunting there but they
dona€™t use most of them. It is discouraging because | do not want to hunt close to another stand in case
someone actually shows up to use it. This compounds the problem because it concentrates most of the hunters
into a small area.

404

The mother Earthd€™s access permit for archery hunting in Custer national Forest needs to be easier to access if
you want bowhunters to follow the rules three phone calls to peer produced nobody the new even what you
access permit was and it needs to be available at the same time archery licenses are available. | think the state of
South Dakota needs to take care of its residence first before non-residence the area that a hunt gets hit hard early
season | quit going out there early season because it was all or mostly out-of-state license plates thicker than bugs
on a bumper




405

There are way too many hunters in general and too few deer. Hunters are taking adolescent deer at alarming rates
diminishing the chance for a trophy hunt. Also there are many public areas especially west river that are dangerous
due to the amount of rifle deer hunters. All public deer hunting should be made archery only. East river residents
are drastically hurting deer population and trophy size due to hunting both sides of the river and killing whatever
they see first west river so they can "fill their tag" and trophy hunt east river. | hear and see no west river residents
coming east to do the same. | am an east river resident.

406

SD has good archery deer hunting. The price of a non resident archery license should be equal to or higher than
other neighboring or western states. \\Manage deer populations in small regions so GFP has a bit more
control.\\Thank you for starting to protect the mule deer population in SD. It is important!

407

If you look at the big chunks of public land, they are getting over ran by NR archery and rifle deer hunters.

408

Reduce the number of non-resident limited access permits. A resident should not be denied a limited access
permit if GFP is issuing limited access permits to non-residents in the same area.

409

If there is a nonresident quota split it and have half any whitetail and half any deer the mule deer population is
hurting and needs help

410

| believe that muzzleloader buck tag should run concurrent with archery. It is a prized tag and we have to use
primitive sights on the weapon. Before the deer get herded up in the winter time and access becomes more
limitied, allow the 1000 buck tag holders to begin when archery does. As far as archery goes, the reason there is
such an increase is because tags are harder to draw with the new system.

411

| dond€™t believe any of the archery seasons or tag availability should be changed at this time. Availability of
archery tags is very important to many residents who do not chose to hunt with a rifle.

412

RAISE THE PRICE OF NON RESIDENT ARCHERY TAGS. THEY WILL PAY IT!!l CHARGE ALL NON RESIDENTS FILMING
ARCHERY HUNTS (Any Species) ON PUBLIC LANDS A FILMING FEE! WE NEED TO GET CAUGHT UP TO ALL OF THE
OTHER WESTERN BIG GAME STATES! Please call me to discuss any of these issues. You folks do a ## great job and
my family couldnd€™t be more thankful for all you do. But the Governor needs to understand that you cana€™t
manage big game hunting the same way you manage pheasant hunting. You folks are GF&P3a€ | not the department
of tourism.

413

Lower the east river deer tags available all together with archery and rifle and muzzleloader the deer numbers
have diminished badly and people just shoot anything that moves anymore so most deer don't have a chance to
mature!!

414

Charge non resident more, less tags. allow more archery doe tags for east river only. Only for residents.

415

Being as | don't bow hunt public land very much I haven't noticed much change. However | have noticed more
theft of equipment (i.e cameras) on private land by trespassers. Bow hunting should be available to everyone.
Some years it's the only way | get a tag. Bow hunting is how | got started hunting and the ability to get a tag every
year is nice. What about a land owner tag where if someone owns so much land they can only hunt what they
own. That way they can't tie up all the land surrounding theirs which might give more hunters access to private
land. This would then free up more space on public land for people to hunt.

416

Archery season is good the way it is no changes needed

417

I am a landowner and | say get the politics out of setting hunting seasons and let prudent

418

Mule deer numbers seem to be on a decline nationwide. Reducing the number of unlimited tags, specifically for
mule deer, would help to ensure opportunities for future generations. Doing could also lead to a higher quality of
mule deer in the state. Non-residents licenses should not be unlimited for either deer type. Residents live and
spend money in the state all year long, they should get preference over any non-resident. Great hunting
opportunities is about the only reason that my family and | choose to live here, if that changes, | believe my family
and many others will decide to move to others states for better wages and opportunities.

419

There needs to be restricted mule deer season there are fewer mule deer each year it seems like




Limiting archery licenses to a draw will not allow as many people to archery hunt as in past years. If people are
feeling too much pressure on public land, i.e. from other archery hunters; either they need to hit the pavement
and ask for permission on private land, or accept the fact that this is public land and is open to all people.
Communication with other hunters on public land, or with private land owners could open many doors to hunt.
\\If residents are feeling the need to have a more private hunt on public land; non-residents shouldn't be allowed
to hunt in South Dakota. Removing non-residents from hunting would eliminate over 5,000 hunters from the field.
\\Is there an issue with gun deer hunting? | don't know the statistics on gun hunters, but assume there are
probably twice if not four times as many gun hunters. Do they have issues with public land hunting? Goingto a
draw for archery and trying to set that up regionally, or by county (as is done with gun deer hunting) would, in my
opinion; limit the number of archery hunters in the state. \\Ground work, asking for permission on private land,
GFP working to make more private land accessible by the public are all ways to eliminate this issue. Hunters have
to put in the time and develop relationships with land owners if they want to hunt private land. \\l would like to
see the current application process continue. If anything would change I'd say don't allow non-residents to archery

420 hunt.
Suggest unlimited licenses, but require a draw to allow taking of a mule deer. Also suggest increasing non-resident
421 license fees as SD is by far the lowest price.
Cap the number of archery tag ratio to normal number of archery kills that the gfp determines to keep a healthy
population.\Use for white tail and mule deer separately.\Hunters will still hunt the same areas they normally hunt,
422 so kills will be mostly in same areas.
1. Start season on last saturday of September\2.. Limit the youth and mentored hunters season to end in the
middle of Oct.\3. Muzzle loader season should run concurrent with East/West/Black hills.\4. NO season should
423 extend beyond Dec. 31st
You should close archery deer in the hills during the archery elk seasons. It took me 10 years and over $300 in fees
to draw my archery elk tag. Everywhere | went archery deer hunters had spooked the elk out of the area!!! | was
424 very disappointed with my hunt.
425 restrict number of non resident hunters.
| feel with the number of non residents is goin to increase and more problems are goin to happen on public lands,
426 need to restrict or decrease the number of tags for non residents. Residents should have a bigger priority with tag.
427 Please don't limit non-resident archery licenses on private land
Maintain current non-resident early public land draw to limit numbers on public land WR. Too many going to
428 Harding, Butte and Perkins county.
GFP should have capped the nonresidents 15 years ago! Since SD is the first state that offers unlimited mule deer
hunting via archery equipment the nonresidents head to SD by the droves. Look at the data--the number of NR
hunters has nearly doubled from 10 years ago! Instate a cap of no more than 2,000 NR archery hunters. NR
Waterfowl has been capped for 30 years yet we allow every nonresident that has a bow come here and hunt with
429 up to 3 total archery licenses...Give me a break!
| believe archery hunters should be able to decide if they want to hunt with a bow or a rifle/black powder. With
the increase in the number of archery hunters, it seams to me that they have a very unfair advantage over the
rifle/black powder hunter. They already have an early season starting date. This would help to manage the SD deer
430 population to keep it at a more steady number.
431 Archery season opens three weeks to early
| do hear that there is some high pressure on mule deer in public areas.Probably is a good idea to limit some non-
432 resident hunting in certain public areas. | do think the access permit idea is good.
433 | would be happy to pay a little more for a permit and have less nonresident hunters and fishermen.
| believe we should still do the sit down bow hunter education course for any new archery hunters. This will help
434 ensure a successful hunt and not having wounded animals out there that the non hunters see as a bad thing.




435

Thank you for all you do!

436

I would like to see the current archery systems stay in place. Tweaking things with access permits seems like a valid
way to reduce pressure. Difficulty is when only one or two people in hunting groups get those access permits.
Making people plan ahead for areas like chap grounds seems like a good option for limiting access. | see the main
problem with pressure being for archery mule deer. | understand the state can make a whole lot more money with
out-of-state licenses. But | have seen a large change in the amount of pressure in the western counties. All looking
for big mule deer. | am very against going to an archery draw system of any kind. Even though the amount of
archers is up. | don't believe the harvesting rates have moved that much. | think there should be some sort of game
check-in when an animal is harvested to get more accurate numbers. | do feel that putting a limit on how many
archery tags one can get could be a viable option as well.

437

| think the non resident archery hunters should have a cap. There should be no cap on resident license

438

The pressure on the mule deer during archery season in many counties/units is out of proportion compared to
population, primarily on public lands. I3€™m not sure the issue is as pertinent and impactful on private land
owners as they seem to be able to regulate their own hunting pressure based on the population that is present on
their respective property. The issue appears to be directly related to public land pressure. | do believe we need to
prioritize our residents and strive for a better access/opportunity/quality of experience on public lands over Non-
Residents, just has many other states have done and are in the process of doing. 13€™d dona€™t want to eliminate
NR Archers, just control the numbers and that is the biggest percentage increase in turn giving resident archers
potential better opportunities to experience less pressure and ultimately regain our control on public land mule
deer populations which have taken a big decline, no question about it in any onea€™s minds.

439

How are you keeping track of whitetail and mule deer archery hunters? My tags have always been any deer and
area where | some time hunt has both.

440

The deer in South Dakota should be for residents, why are we worried about nonresidents. | for one know that GFP
want all the money they can get and are willing to make residents take a back seat to non residents. Its not right. If
there are not enough resident archery hunters then you should issue non resident licenses.

441

I'm not a mule deer hunter but with demand growing some lits are probably needed. Private land whitetail hunting
is limited by what landowners will tolerate and allow. | don't see a need to limit those licenses at this time. Thank
you.

442

| believe that archery hunters at the age of 62 should be able to use a crossbow equiped with a low power scope.

443

| hunted Sully county last year for archery and ran into quite a few non-resident archery hunters, some using
crossbows. | have applied for that unit since 2017 for rifle and still have not drawn a tag. | think areas like this and
the hills really need to be restricted especially for mule deer.

444

Keep Archery season as is

445

Resident Hunter should come first and not non-residence

446

| dond€™t agree with unlimited tags for nonresident. Also, why not increase the cost for nonresident tags. Seems
like most other states jack up the prices and doesna€™t seem to be an issue. More and more nonresident hunters
will continue to apply at current format.

447

| have been happy with the current archery season.

448

| would be a big supporter of doubling the cost of nonresident licenses for Big Game licenses of all types. My
nonresident rifle deer tag in Montana costs $650 for example. South Dakota is WAY behind our neighbors in the
nonresident licenses cost category. Also | would be in favor of limiting nonresident archery hunting access to start
October 1 vs September 1. That would give residents a month of hunting without worrying about nonresidents.

449

As a land owner, | love to hunt and so do family and friends. Too many bow hunters and rifle hunters. Witnessed
more and more wounded deer - shots taken by unethical hunters. If you limit hunters, those that didnd€™t get a
tag will school those that did.

450

Increase the fee for Non resident license




451

The quality of mule deer buck west river just doesn't seem to be there. Too many nonresident hunters hunting
public land.

452

Per the numbers provided, resident archery deer hunters have increased about 22% and non-resident hunters have
nearly doubled. | would expect the non-resident trend to increase as archery hunting continues to gain popularity
and South Dakota allows unlimited tags to non-residents while neighboring states like Wyoming are cutting back
on non-resident tags.\Non-resident hunters are more apt to rely on public land for their hunting opportunities and
therefore put an increased pressure on those lands versus resident hunters. Since there is an indirect ratio of
public land pressure with non-resident hunters versus resident hunters, reducing the number of non-resident
hunters has a greater impact of reducing public land pressure versus reducing resident tags.\\l would suspect that
you would also find that non-resident hunters are hunting mule deer more so than whitetails to some extent as
you typically stalk mule deer rather than stand hunt them. Stand hunting whitetails versus stalking mule deer
typically requires more scouting and planning. And archery mule deer stalks are currently trending with archery
hunters. So, it would not be surprising if you are finding increased pressure on West River public land.\\One idea
might be to restrict non-resident archery deer season to the time-period after rifle season is over through the end
of the year or only allow certain amount of non-resident tags prior to rifle season. This would reduce public land
pressure, allow residents to hunt in the more prime time of the season, and still allow non-resident hunters an
opportunity to come hunt in S.D.\\Another idea would be to restrict non-resident tags to 10% of the previous
year's resident tags sold. | think that is in line with where other states are headed for non-resident vs. resident tag
percentage. My guess is that would significantly reduce the archery hunting pressure on public land.\\l hope you
will keep the resident option of having an East River Archery and West River Archery tag or one statewide tag. |
hunt with my family or by myself, and | will purchase one of each as | enjoy the time out in the field and the various
habitat across our state. But my family often does not have the time to go as often, so they will lean towards a
statewide tag so they can occasionally hunt locally and then go West with me if the opportunity arises.\\Thank you
for requesting input on this.

453

You should only be able to get one archery deer license and out of state hunters should be restricted to private
land and not be able to hunt Mule deer. Seems in all the areas | have hunted the Mule deer population is declining

454

MOVE ALL GUN SEASONS BESIDES YOUTH TO DECEMBER AND OR SWITCH EAST RIVER UNITS TO MUZZLELOADER
OR SHOTGUN ONLY

455

| would like to see the archery permitting process remain the same.

456

Don't mess up the current resident archery hunting in the state if anything limit non residents or increase the
license fee for them and improve our public opportunities. Think of our kids in this state. Don't limit them. If you
put in the work you will be successful. Don't let lazy hunters change our great opportunities for archery wealready
have.

457

Being denied a bow tag after you fail to draw a rifle tage is stupid!

458

Over all | say leave the archery season alone.

459

| really appreciate that | can count on an archery deer tag. This allows me to hunt at home (Brookings county) or
west river. This is a great way to supplement other tags that | or others that | typically hunt with may or may not
draw in a given year. | also appreciate the preference towards in state hunters.

460

| like the current system in SD. | like that my brother or out of state family members can come home and archery
hunt with me every year

461

| have not hunted Deer in the last few years because the pressure is to great, and the land owners are getting tired
of all the people stopping them and asking to hunt.

462

| would like to see a point restriction on antlered deer to increase the quality of antlered deer in south dakota.

463

The biggest threat to the South Dakota Game Production Areas near Spearfish is the amount of illegal mountain
biking trails going across them and the number of dog walkers. This needs to stop our they will just become
another dog park and mountain biking trail system.

464

Need pheasant hunting to start later for public land to be more useful




It's ridiculous that SD is one of the last states to allow unlimited archery licenses. It's also unfortunate that GFP has
become so landowner-centric and concerned more with selling mass quantities of licenses than managing fish and
wildlife. It has become a branch of the Tourism department only concerned about semantics of press releases as

465 opposed to actual wildlife issues.

You are too cheap on any non resident license fishing or hunting tag etc! Need to increase non resident rates.

466 Why make ita€™s so cheap for all these non resident hunters and fishermen?

467 Statewide 1 tag only
Out of state archery licenses need to be cut way back. I1ta€™s too easy and too cheap for non residents to come to
SD and shoot a deer. The deer quality has dropped significantly over the years as many people are shooting
immature deer as they have no regard for deer quality in SD as they are only here to hunt for 1 week. Triple the
price of non resident deer tags and reduce the number. It will benefit the GFP, the resident hunters, and also the

468 deer herds
There needs to be a restriction on how many non resident archery hunters can draw a tag. South Dakota is a
destination mule deer state, there is no reason we should be ruining the quality/quantity of deer by allowing
unlimited non resident archery tags. Also there needs to be a price increase for non resident tags. We need to have

469 comparable prices to western states such as Wyoming, Colorado, and Montana.

470 Manage limited archery tags by firearm deer units.
| have no information on any problems with the number of hunters in the various categories such as resident or
non-resident and east river west river issues. That said my hunt activity is limited to a west river environment and

471 on private land so my experience is very positive with the current program.

472 Need to start limiting the number of nonresident archery hunters.

473 Archery hunting is doing OK. Probably don't need to many changes.

474 Please do not try to fix what is not broken.

475 Put a cap on NR Archery licenses, especially Mule Deer. Raise the price of NR tags to more in line with other states.
Too many non-resident tags in all deer hunting. It is creating a problem of being able to find good private land to
hunt without paying a fortune. But as with all tags, I'm sure the GF&P will continue to expand non-resident tags to

476 increase revenue.

There are too many non resident tags. The price of non resident tags need to be doubled, quit passing the price

477 onto residents and double the tag price for non residents!

478 | haven't seen to many problems with the archery season other than trespassers.

You can not talk archery without including rifle, youth, apprentice. muzzleloader and mentor seasons. It's not
"just" archery. Over the years hunters have not been able to get the rifle tags they want so they start hunting
archery. Now archery opener is just like rifle season on public land. SD hunters do not need the opportunity to kill
8 bucks a year. (WR/ER Rifle, WR/ER archery, muzzle loader, refuge, BH, and CSP) | believe if you were to limit SD
residents to two buck tags a year it would solve most of your problem. They can choose to use it in archery,
muzzeloader or rifle that is up to them. For non-residents, double the price of the tag and limit the licenses they

479 can get for public to 100 licenses. They can have unlimited private.

This is a mule deer specific problem on the large public tracts in western South Dakota. Expand the coverage areas
and drastically reduce the number of access permits issued, implement a mule deer stamp or authorization similar

480 to Kansas, and place a cap and draw on NR archery tags.

Have questions about September 1st start date regarding does with fawns. Seems early to leave those fawns

481 some of them spotted on their own?




Llving near Brookings, we know a lot of SDSU students some resident, some non-resident get archey tags and can
hunt more days with the Sept 1. start date.\\An ethics concern | am beginning to have is that both the bow and
crossbow hunter must use more hunting skill to harvest a trophy deer, shooting has increased yardages and
podcast pros talk 100 yard shots, but still at 100yards you need the wind right or must sneak quietly to harvest a
trophy deer. Fireman hunting with the modern calibers, scopes and long range shooting is leading to less hunting
skills (high marksmanship skills) and simply easy harvesting of trophy deer.\\We see evolution of archery distance
and firearm distance and GFP allows, but still restricts muzzel loaders to 0 power scopes or minimal distances and
then the muzzel loader season is post rifle season. Seems a consideration would be to allow high power scopes on

482 muzzel loaders and perhaps move their season up soon, or start a trophy/primative unit or two?\\###.
| REALLY ENJOY JUST BEING IN THE OUTDOORS DURING ARCHERY SEASON | BELEAVE THE GFPS IS DOING A GREAT

483 JOB PROVIDING US WITH PLACES TO HUNT AND KEEPING ARE GAME ANIMALS OF CHOICE ON THE RISE.
[ta€™s time to eliminate unlimited archery deer tags and landowner preference for tags to hunt anywhere in the
unit. Allow unlimited landowner on own land permits and cap all nonresident big game, including BH turkey to 8%
of residents based on the past 3-year running average. Cap nonresident waterfowl at the same 8% 3-year resident
number average. 8% for nonresidents is fair, will keep commercialization at reasonable levels and minimize

484 conflicts with resident hunter opportunities. Good luck w/ this!

485 Move west and east river season back one week to allow archery hunters to hunt rut before rifle hunters

486 | feel archery deer hunters should only be able to get a license for one antlered deer a year.

487 In my opinion, it is too easy and cheap for non-residents to get archery tags in SD.
| have been bowhunting over 40 years watched our number increase . Ive had to the last 2years keep crossbows
out of our season hope that never happens . As a longbow hunter those mule deer are so vurable to the wheeled
bows and then nonresidents filling there tag just to harvest a mulie.\l hunt mostly private land for whitetails seems
by late Oct and Nov | do not see alot archers where | hunt anyway in the Hand and Beetle Co areas.Mostly

488 pheasant hunters .MD

489 | enjoy archery hunting because i can get a tag every year. Please keep this available to the residents of the state.
Limited draw for nonresidents and increase fees for nonresidents like surrounding states. Make fewer access

490 permits in those areas currently issued. Do let SD Tourism make your decisions on deer or all wildlife decisions.
The mule deer population and quality of mule deer is going down hill. Non residents need to be limited. Seems
they NEED to kill something since they are only here for a short time and most are interested in mule deer. | think
there should be unlimited resident archery tags but change it to 1 any deer statewide, that will make people be

491 more selective on what they are harveating
THE LAST THING | WANT TO SEE AS AN AVID ARCHERY HUNTER IS FOR THE STATE TO START LIMITING ARCHERY
PERMITS FOR RESIDENT OR NON RESIDENTS ON PUBLIC OR PRIVATE. IF THERE ARE CERTAIN AREAS THAT NEED TO
BE MANAGED THEN RESTRICT ACCESS TO THOSE AREAS OR CLOSE THEM AS NEEDED. THANKS FOR ALLOWING ME

492 TO GIVE SOME IMPUT.
If I had to hunt public land during the archery season, | wouldn't waste my money on buying a license. | am sure
this statement would be echoed by many resident hunters hunting private land. Limiting the NR licenses to 10% of

493 license sales would make all public land hunters happier, as well as limiting further the access to those public areas.
| believe this problem could be solved by simply capping the number of non resident archery licenses. Or creating a

494 special non resident archery buck license

495 Close archery to nonresidents. Do limited draw for resident. Archery equipment is far superior to past technology.

496

Let the season run thru the 1st weekend of the new year. this would allow hunters to hunt pheasants and archery
deer hunt




497 Unlimited licenses makes everything crowded and very few get a good hunt.
| highly recommend the elimination of the unlimited East River and West River tags, and go back to only being able
to purchase one Statewide tag.\\One other option that might help (at least in the middle section of the state) is to
498 offer 3€ceAny Whitetaila€e tags and a€ceAny Mule Deera€e tags separately instead of a€ceAny Deerd€e tags.
1: Archery licenses good during rifle season also. 2: 1 Archery season before rifle season and 1 archery season after
499 rifle season. 3: Permit archery hunting on marginally maintained section line 'roads'.
It would satisfy our resident hunters if their number were increased and the number of non-resident hunters were
500 to be decreased.
Changing the Archery Deer system is not warranted at this time. Seeing what the GFP department has done to the
rifle tag system is bad enough. It is the main reason i got into Archery hunting. GFP needs to focus less on false
counts of deer population and more on securing additional access to land. some of the walk-in land in western SD
is the worst i have seen in 20 years. if the land owner does not want to maintain habitat then they need to be
501 dropped from the program.
unrelated but require outfitter licenses. outfitters are not suppose to guide on public lands. LOL. Having a
nonresident app date of April 1st is good but having an app after that for private land is a joke. How would you
manage that? Last year on the Oct 1 day, west river public land that | have hunted for 20 yrs, you couldn't find a
place to park. | have hunted west river for 28 yrs and yet to be checked by GFP while deer hunting. Nonresidents
ditto. TV SD hunts show all the time that there is unlimited lic.in SD. No wonder they are here. Since COVID all
502 west states have been overrun with apps. Time to limit nonresident License.
503 it is not broken.... LEAVE IT ALONE....
The price of the nonresident archery over the counter permits need to be increased. We are way behind on other
states prices. | really like the idea of limiting the non-residents of the start date of October 1 for public lands. |
believe specifically the western part of the state is getting too commercialized with hunting outfitters leasing land
for out of state hunters. So hard to find private places to hunt, knocking on doors does not work anymore for
504 getting permission. Ita€™s beginning to be a pay to play game in West River
Limit non resident hunters to 8% of the average number of licensed resident archery hunters by east and west river
licenses issued over the previous 10 years. Multiple method deer hunters should be allowed only one archery
license! No archery antlerless. Manage population densities with firearms. Season length is ridiculous compared
to all other seasons and methods. Open October 1 and close December 1. We can already hunt with archery
505 tackle during firearms seasons. Crippling loss in Sept is out of control.
506 Would like to see anterless tags available for black hills
507 Get rid of trail cameras on public lands.
I would like to see something that states a person 65 or older to be able to use a crossbow for archery hunting. |
508 have several friends that have quit hunting because they can no longer pull a bow, recurve or otherwise.
509 Please limit the amount of NR bow hunters and resident mule deer bow hunters.
SD, like MN has a real long archery season! maybe it should consider a shorter archery season to allow deer to
maintain a normal feed & rest cycle......... more like CO, which allows a 1 month season, all of September and then
510 maybe reopen after rifle seasons for anterless deer......
Change the entire system to a single buck tag per hunter regardless of weapon like Kansas does. This would be
511 state wide.
If the amount of hunters continues to increase you may have to go to a draw. Or take one or the other, East River
512 or West River.
As an non-resident archery hunter. | have hunted South Dakota for nearly twenty years on the eastern side of the
513 state. | rarely encounter other archery hunters regardless of residence
514 The cost of non resident land owner tags are very over priced . To hunt only your own land the cost is way to high .




Simplifying the draw process would be helpful. SD has the most confusing draw process of any state that | have

515 seen.
516 Keep access and opportunity for hunters both resident and non resident hunters,
Not sure why there are concerns about the number non-resident archery tags on public land..?\Do some residents
think the land purchased by the state was for residents only? Where does most of the revenue come from? |
would estimate non-residents pay probably equal to residents when it come to revenue to the state but could be
517 wrong.
518 | have always only hunted on my own land in East River.
Please dona€™t screw up what you have going on in your state. The pheasant population has already reduced the
amount of out of state dollars that come into SD businesses. Do not let a few residents bowhunters complaining
ruin your state. Your local businesses are already hurting form tourism dollars dona€™t let that continue. If we
519 hunt Private land why in the world should they care??? Call anytime #####
520 many archery hunters do not harvest deer so don't change
521 I mostly hunt Rifle season on public land
522 Things should be left alone. Every time the state tries to d€cefixa€e things, it gets screwed up worse.
As the hunter aging increases and for a much better kill rate allow crossbow for all like 32 other states and
523 increasing.
The nonresident license good for only private lands, simply because it was purchased after a certain date, makes
no sense and is unfair at best. Why GF&P would make such a change seems strange. 1'd sure like to know why
524 such a rule was implemented and what organization was behind it.
525 Add point restrictions to buck deer killed prior to the rifle season opening nothing more than 4 points
Make it a private land only tag for otc. Make it a draw area for archery for everyone. Too many deer are being
526 killed by archery equipment along with dwindling habitat on the landscape. No landowner preference either
This obvious push by residents to box out nonresidents is BS!\NR make up a minor %, yet do the heavy lifting in
527 terms of license fees..
528 Remove the deadline to purchase archery tags for public land
Make getting a nonresident anterless archery license available at license selling busineses so you don't have to wait
529 to receive your tag in the mail.
Eliminate nonresident hunters. We live here to hunt. Most I've encountered are inconsiderate slobs. They hunt
intensively and push game off public lands. If you don't eliminate them then increase tag fees and have a quota of
530 100.
531 Move the opening date to October 1.
License,both residents and non residents are way to cheap,| think there is a lot of tags (archery) go unused.They
wouldna€™t purchase to waste.the license increase would of set the # of tags sold with less sales.Economy being
532 the big factor.
Who is complaining about the current structure and why? Just because numbers are increasing isn't a valid reason
to punish the current archery hunters with limits on tags. What is the current archery hunting success rate? Does it
really affect harvest or scientific management targets? | assume the Commission is coming after Black Hills archery
hunters, since they are always concerning with limiting mule deer harvest. | would suggest a Special Buck archery
tag for the Hills mule deer if you think too many are getting shot, but | would also like to know if there is really a
problem or if it is a few Commission members getting possessive again like with the last license change debacle. |
would also like to know how many of the increased archery applicants possess a crossbow permit. | don't know
that many archery hunters at all in Lake or Miner counties but | certainly hear about able bodied hunters getting
crossbow permits, which is the only reason they are now "archery hunters" You should get to the bottom of these
533 questions before you mess with the current structure. \\Thanks.\\####




534

As a life long South Dakotan that has had at least 1 archery tag for the last 37 years, | prefer the ability to obtain an
any deer west river, any deer east river and a statewide antler less tag which give me 3 automatic tags. Since we
can only obtain 2 firearm tags per year (if your lucky enough to draw, or have preference), it is fair to have the 3
archery tags automatically. i hunt private land in 4 or 5 counties, so I'm not sure on the public land questions.

535

| believe the increase in resident archery Lic. Is because of the previous changes in the apps for firearms lic. limiting
which seasons can be applied for. Thus limiting access for resident hunting. The alternative is archery hunting. The
other contributing factor is the draw system where it can take up to five + yrs to draw a buck tag. Custer elk
hunting is sad. look at how many people have 25+ tags and still haven't drawn. | know that there are fewer tags
now than 25 yrs ago. Its time to start drawing from the people with the most points assuming they still can hunt or
have not died.

536

Those of us that live in SD should always come first. Especially those of us that provide habitat & food sources for
the deer year round at our own expense! Landowners that live in SD should be given east & west river any deer
tags! There are way too many nonresident deer hunters! And the majority of them are very rude, disrespectful of
other hunters, the wildlife & our land. Residents should always have the option to purchase a statewide archery
or both west & east river tags. A fewer number of Nonresidents should only have the option to purchase one
archery tag & designate where they will be hunting when they apply & must only hunt that designated location.
Enough of this dealing with nonresidents driving around everywhere & interrupting resident hunters, trying to get
the deer running!

537

Getting bow permission use to be pretty easy but now thered€™s way more people doing it. | think a lot has to do
with rifle tags being harder to get and you dona€™t have to take the archery class anymore.

538

Limit archery access in Newton hills state park, change Union grove state park to archery only, raise fees on
nonresident archery hunters and limit the tags for nonresident. | go to southern black hills for an archery mule
deer hunt, ita€™s full of out of staters and military(which is fine, they deserve it). Run into Wisconsin hunters
during rifle season in mobridge area and around Newton hills for archery. | pay over a $1000 to archery hunt NW
lowa. Same landscape as SD nothing special. Sd has mule deer and cheap archery tags for nonresident. Thata€™s
why they all come here.

539

Wyoming, Montana, Colorado and other western states are screwing out of state hunters. Why don't we do the
same? \\l used to enjoy bow hunting the slim butte area, but the last time | was there it was overrun by non
resident hunters. One of the NR hunters told us it's so cheap compared to other western states, and they fact that
he can buy over the counter made it easy for them. \\Start charging these people!!

540

something wrong with this system. Aso your web site suck before now it ready sucks!!\\\####

541

There needs to be a limited amount of archery public land tags and up the price to match the state around for NR.
SD is the first western state that it seems all the eastern archery hunters hit for public land mule deer hunts. The
area of the badlands and many other public land areas west river are getting overrun and the dept needs to think
block management in those areas to maintain the mule deer herd. The mule deer herd out west, especially public
grasslands has decreased and quality of bucks are diminishing. Also the archery hunters are overrunning these
areas before a firearm hunter can get to area making it even more difficult for FA hunters to have quality and
successful hunts

542

keep the out of state hunters out of here.

543

Regulate nonresident license and raise the price compared to other states.

544

Reduce the number of nonresident archery tags and make that number of tags available for rifle hunters who dont
draw. Drawing a rifle tag has gotten difficult in some areas.




545

Need to limit the nonresident licenses or make them whitetail only with limited draw for mule deer. As a west river
deer hunter, the quality of mule deer bucks on public land has decreased and in talking with local conservation
officers the same answer keeps coming up... too many archery hunters hunting mule deer. We are one of the only
states with unlimited nonresident licenses and many shows are now appearing on social media and Youtube and
this is leading to increased exposure for the state. | would support limited mule deer licenses for residents if it
would help get our herd back to what it was.

546

Tried to hunt sand lake refuge a few times over the last five years, and was overrun with out of state archery
hunters on refuge and surrounding ground.\Make out of staters lottery draw their tags like most every other state
out there. SD is protecting their MIGRATORY waterfow! hunting more than their resident deer herds. \I have also
come across people who purchase an east and west river tag, only to fill both in one area. Limit it to a single tag, to
help limit the amount illegal deer harvests. \Lastly, if you want to help improve deer numbers, you need habitat
and less rifle tags. Opening weekend of rifle kills/wounds more deer than the two months of archery hunting
leading up to it.

547

Put some actual hunters on the game commission rather than just landowners with agendas and self interest
motives. Stop selling tags to the highest bidder. Fix the broken preference system, award tags to residents first
then to non residents. Remember that our game is the people's. The current status quo is going the way of
kings/monarchs where only the the wealthy landlords will be allowed to hunt. Stop being a bureaucracy of sell-
outs.

548

please leave archery season alone as is. why must all our seasons gun and bow be messed with?we had a very
easy to use license purchansing system for all and then you took it away and left us all with a very confusing
situation. why? if it worked so well for the states hunters why change it and make it so diffacult for us.your trying
to change things all the time anymore.do hunters a favor and change the brilliant commissoner that came up with
the wonderful new system.

549

Non-resident archery deer liscences need to be limited. Especially west river, to many non-residents hunti g mule
deer.

550

we need a crossbow season

551

We have one of if not the cheapest archery mule deer hunt available. [ta€™s not fair to use residents that our
wildlife is being under valued compared to neighboring states when we have abundant public land, quality animals
but not near the abundance of animals. Limiting NR archery tags and increasing the cost per tag would be a step in
the right direction. We have to make SD special

552

Currently Lake County has too many whitetail deer. They are eating the corn and reducing the yields for farmers.
Farmers should be compensated for damaged corn and still be able to harvest their fields.

553

I've had an idea for nonresident licenses...they draw license for September 1 thru October 31 or November 1 thru
January 1. They would be able to hunt one or other.

554

Non-resident licenses issued should be 1/4 of licenses issued to residents. 1 non-resident for every 25 resident
licenses issued.

555

The only additional feedback i would give is to keep the option to purchase both east and west archery tags for
resident hunters. As someone who does purchase both and has never filled both in the same year, it is a nice way
to add tourism dollars to our state as residents travel for weekend hunts. As numbers probably indicate, harvest
rates for archery is substantially lower than firearm seasons. In that case the benefit of giving people more
opportunity to try new ways of hunting, the tax dollars collected on those long weekend hunting excursions to the
other side of the state and making hunting accessible to more out weighs the reasons for limiting (in my opinion). |
do want to add that if there becomes an issue with deer populations then this could be looked at closer. Thank you
for your time.

556

Too many hunters all trying to hunt the same areas. Pheasant Hunting lodges took the fun out of pheasant hunting.
Every private land owner wants cash in order to hunt their property. This is the same direction deer hunting is
going. Ita€™Il drive the average guy to quit. Therea€™s too many people on public land, but thata€™s the only
place we have to go. It becomes frustrating at times but in the end | still enjoy the outdoors.




557

Buy more land so archery hunters can be able hunt with out having to pay to hunt and more land owners to let
archery hunters access to their land when a person goes and ask permission and not charging them to hunt

558

the state of south dakota should deffinatley reinstate a required archery recertification class to assure that ,archery
hunters are safe, reponcible and ethical in their archery hunting. It is wrong to hand out more tags to archery
hunters especially out of state hunters ,when they have removed free antlerless tags from landowners, just looks
like the department is focusing on making more tag income and not taking care of the people who actually feed the
animals all year. Also it needs to do what is needed to get more CO's employed in the state , and take some
pressure off the poor CO's having to work overtime to cover the empty areas. If this dosn't change there will be no
deer left to sell tags for, at the rate of poaching/illegal activity that is going on.

559

Increase the number of rifle tags, this will reduce or slow the number of bow hunters.

560

lam disabled and years ago they closed a half mile of road on resies bottom,now they close it another half a mile
farther away because a few people i was told didnt like the vehicles, and i was told he could have a handicap road
made in a week , two years later ,there still aint a handicap road ,i guess there more worried about a few friends
then they are someone like me that had both legs and hips broke ,but that dont surprise me any around here
where i live,lyman county east of highway 47, the guys name was #### at the Chamberlain game and fish.

561

| feel it's to hard for out of staters to draw a rifle tag don't mess up the archery hunting for them.and also alot of
the local hunters are a bunch of spoiled entitled little cry babies that need to step up there game and if they're not
successful in archery hunting. | feel bad for the out of staters that are originally from South Dakota that want to
come back and hunt with family and friends but can't because SD is frankly bs when it comes to big game tags
unless they spend hundreds of dollars on preference points and wait 20 years to draw a tag they most likely will
shoot on private land anyway

562

| would like it to stay like it is now.

563

I do not archery hunt, so it dose not protain to me. Sorry can't help know nothing about it.

564

The archery season opens too early so they have more than two months before rifle season. Of course they are all
after the big bucks and by the time rifle season starts many of them are gone. With today's equipment their
success rate is very high.

565

| think the archery season is the best hunting opportunity available to our residents. One can spend the time to
actually hunt for long periods with no pressure to harvest an animal, just love being out there all fall and enjoying
nature

566

You need to better manage Mule deer numbers all together for South Dakota as a whole, the numbers have
sharply declined because whitetail have pressured them out. There shouldna€™t be Mule deer doe tags for rifle
and archery Mule deer dona€™t come back as quick as whitetail.

567

Put the archery start date back to where it was ( towards end of September).

568

Figure out a way to make private land more accessible to archery hunters so the dona€™t all have to pile up on tiny
sections of public land

569

We need a limited draw for non resident archery deer and we need to raise our fees for non residents.

570

The state should raise the prices on tags for the non residents.

571

| like the flexibility as a resident to archery hunt basically anywhere in the SD. However, there maybe should be a
tracking procedure to figure out where the concentrations of archery hunters are increasing. With archery
technology and unlimited tags, the negative impact on the deer herd is inevitable in my opinion (ita€™s getting
easy to kill a deer with a bow). \\I personally know ranchers west river who rarely seen anyone until the rifle
season. The last several years through, they say the traffic (mostly out of state) is constant. There is a lot of public
land out there but in my experience, the pressure is focused to the areas with deer. Obviously you hunt where the
deer are but starting in September the deer are facing unlimited pressure. \\ | think the GFP really needs to focus
on identifying the archery pressure and limiting such pressure in certain areas.\\|la€™m all about opportunities to
hunt. But | do feel like the out of state archery tags should not be unlimited.

572

| find the computer-based application process difficult to maneuver.




573 I hunt archery only on my ground so most of the rest of it don't affect me.
574 Quit trying to mess things up......Like your pos website......
SD residents should be the only ones to have archery deer tags. Non-residents are cutting into our archery deer
opportunities. Make them pay more for pheasants, fishing, turkeys, and everything else to make up for the
difference in revenue from them not getting an archery deer tag.\\Get rid of the Statewide option. That is mainly
an option for east river folks to come west because of the public land options. Can't say that is as easy to do for
575 west river folks going east.
With the increase in crossbow availability there probably is more archery tags. The increased timeframes 9/1 to
12/31 lends to more success opportunities. This may lead to more non resident applications also could impact
576 public land hunters. Just need to balance the tags allowed and deer populations.
577 Raise the cost of non resident licenses across the board.
| HAD ARCHERY HUNTED FOR DECADES AND WAS HAPPY TO KNOW | WOULD GET A LISCENSE EVERY YEAR.
STARTED WITH LONGBOW, | AM NOW 85 .AND PHYSICALLY LIMITED NOW . DO NOT MAKE IT MORE DIFFICULT FOR
LOCALS TO BOW HUNT BUT RESTRICT OUT OF STATE HUNTERS. | UNDERSTAND EVERY THING IS ABOUT MONEY |
578 AM SORRY TO SAY. ###
| like the idea of being able to draw multiple statewide tags. | hunt both east and west river but live east river. If |
579 was unsuccessful west river it would still allow to stick a doe late season back home and fill the tag.
580 | feel we need to limit the mule deer hunting to lessen pressure on the mule deer herd.
residents are not the problem in the areas i hunt we seem to be able to hunt the same areas without disturbing
other residents hunts but after oct 1st the NR come in and they dont care if other people are hunting they will set a
stand in the very next tree. i feel we need to do a lottery for NR like we do for our rifle seasons set amount per
581 county thats it for NR.
582 To many tree stands left on public land after season or without name.
Youth hunting should be shortened... and do not allow youth hunter to apply for rifle season. Over the past years
archery hunting has become more of a challenge due to to many youth hunters and adults using their trucks in the
583 field...at least shorten youth season
| really dond€™t think that changing the amount of archery licenses is going to change the quality of the deer. Also
if reducing quantity licenses it will reduce revenue, | buy both east and west river tags and very rarely if ever do I fill
both. | know other hunters who do the same. If we are worried about the quality of the herd, why not put more
restrictions on the rifle hunters, only being able to shoot something with 8 or more points or clearly older than a 2
year old deer. Or better yet , reduce the duration of the youth hunters to 2 weeks by itself instead of the 4 months
584 almost that parallels archery season. | think the archery season is perfect as is.\Thank yiu
585 | think you are hearing from a vocal few complaining about the current system. Leave it as is for archery hunters!
586 Limit the number archery tags Especially out of staters
587 You guys and gals all do a great job. Thanks for everything you do.
The reason for more archery hunters is due to limited rifle tags. This state has to many non resident deer hunts.
And the tags for them are too cheap. Wish they would raise the price of non resident tags. Look at the reservation
588 prices. Nonresident have no problem paying $500 plus for them tags
On the Chip Allen wia ne of mitchell, there are very few trees and almost no food plots. This is a pretty good sized
area that is being mismanaged, and could be so much better. But it's not along the Missouri River so it will never
589 change
We need more Public Owned lands !!! this would solve the issue. But we need to put a cap on non resident archery
hunters and have it be a lottery, take the past 5 year average and cap it at that. Our deer numbers are down
overall and we need to address this. | think we need to cut archery antlerless tags in half, and for rifle as well for 2
590 years, then look at the numbers again.
591 Crossbow hunting should be legal for all archery units.




592

Why can't have the option to use a Cross Bow or traditional bow, both are very effective. Cross Bows have come a
long way.

593

| feel the rifle season should be 1 week instead of 2 an not during the rut. | hunt both archery an rifle. Opena 1
week season of crossbow hunting prior to rifle. After rifle season close all deer hunting. | farm so | feed deer an my
opinion is the deer numbers are down. | live along Jim river 20 miles south of sand lake.

594

It would be nice to have antlerless tags available for more areas.

595

How about allowing crossbows in on the current archery season. Alot of states have allowed them so | feel south
dakota should too.

596

Should leave the current system in place. It works good why do you want to change it? There is a problem with to
many city hunters that don't have a place to hunt.

597

My good friend lives in MT and his passion is archery mule deer hunting. He and | look forward to archery mule
deer hunting in SD together each fall. | am a RESIDENT and he isnt. | am afraid if tags get limited for nonresidents,
hunts like this would be impossible to plan between friends. As oppurtunity to hunt mule deer diminishes across
the western states, more and more hunters turn to SD to fill the void. | have hunted for many years in multiple
other states as a nonresident, and greatly enjoy it. i believe some of the most ethical and passionate sportsmen are
in the nonresident community, and contrary to alot of SD resident hunters i view this growth as a positive
development. We SD residents and the SDGFP need to capitalize on this trend, rather than crush it like other
western states have. Here are some ideas.\Charge nonresidents, or all SD hunters a $50 or even $100 public land
access permit and use the money to lease walk in areas and buy more state hunting land! Most hunters these days
carry $5000 worth of gear on them in the field, they can easily pay for a permit that would fund more access. |
would gladly pay $100 as a resident if i knew more quality land was available to hunt because of it. There is so
much untapped potential out there in private tracts that nobody hunts. Private land in western SD is under utilized
during archery season especially. Another idea, raise the price of a nonresident deer tag to match the cost of
montanas nonres deer tag. | dont think we should limit nonresident archery hunters, the success rate is still very
low and the amount of deer taken is low, allowing nonresidents to come during archery season is the best cash
cow SDGFP has, dont kill it and limit them to only 6% of the tags! Letting them come on an otc low success tag will
hook them on SD and they will apply for the rifle draws as well, further increasing revenue. we should use
them(nonresidents) as a tool to raise as much money as possible to make the pie larger for everyone, and resident
hunters will benefit the most when more walk in and public lands become available out their back door to hunt on
a wednesday evening.

598

| believe that the deer herd could be better better regulated having certain regions that have more regulation on
which animal is harvested. Like Wyoming where in one area the tag is good for any deer, and the next area you can
only shoot mule deer with three points on one side or any whitetail. One statewide tag but each region has
different regulations on what deer you can harvest with that tag. | know a little more complex. But if they aren't
willing to do the extra 10 Min research before going to hunt an area. We probably don't want them hunting here.

599

Got to stop limiting public land. Getting where there are no places to hunt without public land. Do not limit the
number of licenses.

600

| do not believe that archery tags in general need to be put into a drawing based on the number of people that are
currently archery hunting. \\l do believe, if there's a biological impact on a population, it should be taken into
account. However, we should not be making decisions based solely on someone's complaints that they see too
many people while they are hunting.\\l especially don't believe that resident archery tags should be restricted AT
ALL. If there is concern that too many non-residents are hunting on public ground there's a very simple solution.
Make private land archery tags unlimited for non-residents and public land archery tags a limited draw for non-
residents.\\| would like to keep resident tags the way they are, where you can draw East and West River or a
Statewide tag. If it changed | wouldn't mind changing it to two Statewide tags.\\Having said all of this, if residents
are going to be restricted to a draw on archery in ANY WAY then ALL non-resident archery tags should be
removed.\\The rifle hunting opportunities have already dwindled because of the awful combined deer draw
structure that went into effect in 2019. Don't ruin this too.




601

Make sure that the archery hunter that has a license can actually shoot. Get tired of hearing stories on how they
made a bad or unethical shot. Watch people at local archery club and half cana€™1t shoot for ####, but still get tags
every year.

602

The most important thing is that the deer hunting is distributed in a way that allows for a proper number of
hunters in individual areas, which will provide the most chance for a balanced harvest in all locations.

603

with the increased bow hunting pressure the deer become noctural . in the time before so much bow hunting
pressure it was a joy to watch the rut .

604

Trying to manage this component of our hunting privilege has to be complicated and very challenging. | appreciate
the work that you do. Keep it simple. Do not sacrifice the quality of our hunting to commercial interests and
revenue generating strategies. It seems like our hunting and sporting opportunities are always being pushed by
special interests. What about habitat improvement and expansion? Continue to limit out of state influence and
expansion. resist the political forces on the GF&P commission that have special interests and revenue generation
as the main priority. Start appreciating and finding ways to hire and retain good conservation officers. One thing
that ruins hunting across the board are people who are violating our game laws. We need more CO's in the field.
Put value in the CO staff. lots of work to be done but if you resist special interests, political influence by state
leaders, and the variety of other things that contaminate our hunting privileges we will be on the right track.
Thanks for your time.

605

Archery is a true hunting sport. Those who participate are holding onto traditional methods. Less government
control the better. Private land owners already "own" the deer on the land. Public land is trash by over hunting

606

Limit nonresident season to one month making them apply for limited months of the archery season

607

Limit the non resident archery hunting licenses and apply a draw format.\Keep resident format as it is.

608

Archery tags should be put on a draw like rifle tags, some people get archery, rifle and muzzle loader tags , with
low deer counts in some areas we need to be fair in all areas of deer hunting. There are some hunters that end up
with 4 to 6 deer and others fail to get 1 tag in a draw.

609

Please consider limited quota, lottery draw opportunities for non-residents in established zones or counties. Eg.
slim buttes 25 non-resident tags. \\Extend all doe tags to Jan 15

610

Increase non resident cost of tags and allow resident archery unlimited anterless tags. My family lives on deer meat
and we almost ran out because we were limited on tags.

611

Explain why archery hunters cannot use the available technology in today's market to range and target whitetail
deer while other states allow this. For example lowa hunters can use the Garmin Xero bow sight. Wouldn't it seem
we should allow as much technology as possible to humanly harvest an animal? Doesn't make any sense, why
make it harder? If hunters choose not to use it, fine, they can use a long bow if they want. | have a $2000 bow and
would spent another $1000 on a full proof site. | have lost deer that expire overnight because of misjudged
distance. Change the law for the better.

612

You guys have created quite the st show over the last few years with all your b##t## changes. Good luck working
it all out.

613

| sincerely hope that management of healthy deer population numbers is the largest deciding factor in the decision
on how to handle distributing archery deer licenses. If not, then | believe that should be addressed first, before any
decision is made on changing/not changing how licenses are distributed. If there is to be a more limiting method
of handling distribution of archery deer licenses | hope it starts with nonresidents, followed by residents. And if you
decide to change how you distribute archery deer licenses, | sincerely hope it is first and foremost in consideration
of healthy, sustainable deer population numbers, followed secondly by educated and thoughtful discussion with
appropriate steakholders(ie. hunters, landowners etc). And, of course, all of this cannot be successful in the long
term without appropriate communication with steakholders. This includes, in my mind, explanations as to how and
why these decisions are being made. Not simply because the GFP has received public input. And it should happen
before any decisions are made, to foster trust among the various parties/steakholders. Thank you for allowing us
to be heard. | hope you understand the gravity of the potential changes for those that have spent a considerable
portion of their lives dedicated to the interests of wildlife populations and the enjoyment of such, as well as future
generations that hope to as well.




614

Change the youth hunting. Limit the number of tags you put out. Make them hunt during the regular rifle season.
The archery hunters should not have to worry about the inexperience hunts

615

As far as I'm concerned u can do away with all bow season and focus more on muzzleloader season it's b#### |
can't ever get one tag and I'm an land owner that plants food plots for deer and no my 50 acres to feed these deer
just throwing money on the ground it's bill ### !!! Just don't count these deer in Davison county to be shot and |
don't like bow hunters

616

Please quit giving out all the non-resident Archery tags got enough resident hunters as it is we dona€™t more they
have their own deer to hunt in their own state

617

Cap non resident hunters at 3,000, or only allow non-residents to shoot one statewide WHITETAIL, and/or only
allow nonresident hunters to hunt October 1st-31st, statistically speaking non-residents are more likely to be
successful with archery equipment because they will shoot any size deer towards the end of their trip

618

Therea€™s far too many uneducated archery hunters wasting deer by taking poor shots, losing the animal and then
harvesting a second one. 13€™m tired of finding broken off arrowheads in deer. Maybe ita€™s time to tap the
brakes on the number of archery tags and triple the costs??

619

| believe the number of archery hunters the past few years is driven by the current rifle draw system. The state has
the draw system so messed up and made it harder to get tags where in the past before the new system would be
able to get. The rifle draw system needs to be fixed what is in place now is horrible. What took a couple years to
get a tag with the old system has doubled the amount of preference needed to get the tag now.

620

thanks

621

Leave it how it is. Currently we can all go hunting east or west if we want.\\l think your feedback is coming from
self centered individuals who go hunting on public land and see another person and get frustrated. [ta€™s PUBLIC
LAND, we shouldna€™t have to compete with each other in a draw to hunt on land that we all have access to as tax
payers.\\If deer populations determine that there needs to be regulation then | agree, but not just because
someone wants the public land to themselves.

622

Leave archery Season as is.

623

If it's growing more and becoming more croweded it should be closed to nonresidents and kept for residents only!

624

| hunt mostly private ground but that is mainly due to too many hunters on the public ground. It seems like there
is an overwhelming number of non residents that hunt public ground. | think it would help if the non resident
number of archery tags would be limited. | think out of state college students should have to be included in that
category as well. I do not think resident archery tags should be limited at this time. Archery hunting may be the
only way for a resident to get a deer tag. There are many counties in that state that are difficult to draw a rifle tag
and may require several years of preference to draw

625

| believe that if | am hunting private ground that | should be able to purchase a license every year 14€™m the only
person that hunts the ground but | would like to see more effort put into deer habitat that would make hunting
public ground more desirable to me | dond€™t see anything in my area that is strictly for that

626

Land owners should have 1st preference even with archery. They feed the so called Gfp deer with their crops. you
can sell the non resident licenses like they are candy, but your need to increase your revenue has hampered
hunting, and the whole process. non residents should be eliminated here for a couple years to better manage deer
population and than, as needed, provide a certain small number of tags for archery non residents on a draw.
actually there are enough residents that desire to hunt deer but don't because non resident hunters have no
respect for the hunting ranges, and the public land is over run with dogs and hunters, driving all the deer off into
private land. dang we pay taxes on land in this stats and you guys have seasons setup so hunting is so difficult if you
don't own property this year is drier and deer will be more in wetland areas and that will be hard. if | wasn't a
landowner, | probably would not hunt, because getting on private land is a real pain and public land is waste of
time. I've been around walkin areas the past 10 years and have not archery shot a deer on any of them, and why,
because it's all wrecked over traffic from out of state bird hunters who drive the deer out.. | bet you recieve a lot of
responses like mine to get the non residents out of here.

627

| believe it is time to allow archery deer hunters to use cross bows to hunt deer.




628

Don't do a lottery on archery tags or units for them. Bowhunting is not a slam dunk like a rifle tag you can't drive
around and shoot at a running deer or a deer 200 yards like you can with a rifle.

629

With so many deer die off licensing should be restricted to land owners only in counties where die off is occurring.

630

Please address the complete lack of management of any deer archery tags in South Dakota. Specifically, mule deer
harvest along the Missouri River and western SD. SD GFP manages Firearm seasons by county yet archery is a free
for all statewide. As a rural Hughes County resident it is a slap in the face that my family can only get a firearm any
deer tag every 3-6 years in Hughes, West Sully or Stanley County yet a Non-resident archery hunter can get a any
deer tag every year and hunt for three months. That is plain wrong. The public lands are over hunted along Lake
Oahe exponentially. The quality of the deer has decreased greatly over the last 10 years from archery hunters. A
firearm hunter waits 3-6 years to get a any deer tag then by the time the season starts the public land deer are
killed or pressure off the public lands. The harvest stats in these counties show archery hunters are killing the same
amount of mule deer vs firearm but archery hunters are pressuring the deer much more as they are chasing the
deer for 3-4 months not 2 weeks. Also lethal non retrieval rates only get higher as archery hunters continue to
shoot and wound animals at great distance, even up too 100 yds. \\I say all this out of the corner of my mouth
because | archery hunt 20 plus days a year in Hughes, Sully, Stanley and Haakon Counties but | realize in order to
keep the quality of deer we have we need to severally limit pressure and harvest on Mule deer in SD. \\GFP has
some great biologist working for them but their hands are tied to actually managing the deer herds. I'm sure most
agree that it is pointless to manage firearm deer by county by the year but they have unlimited archery tags. It's
really pointless. \\Quit following the money train and please start restricting NR archery hunters first then move
on to restricting mule deer harvest by residents

631

In my opinion all non resident licenses should be under a draw system and limited in numbers, why take away
opportunities of those who live here and make it easier for those who donda€™t, my main issue is with how easy it
is for non residents to get a license here as of late, and way more difficult for residents. It is ridiculous how those of
us who live here have felt punished and that the GFP is catering more to those who dona€™t live here than those
who do. Figure it out.

632

Limit the number of archery stands one person can have to maybe 3. Some people tie up hunting areas with 10 or
more stands and don't use them. It's getting to the point where I'll have to hang up my bow. Thirty years ago it
was a lot different, you didn't have to worry about someone driving past your stand in a side by side while you
were hunting. Time to give it up.

633

Avoid commercializing hunting. Continue as is for residents. If limits are needed start a draw for non-resident.

634

Restrict the # of non-resident archery tags.

635

Any deer archery tags both resident and non resident should be capped. Once quota is met then no more tags are
available. First come first serve basis

636

You should add cross bow for a person 60 and older

637

If your worried about number of licenses as to many. Cut back on non resident. Your residents deserve to hunt
before any non resident. Some people depend on those tags to feed their families and others buy tags but never fill
them because the wait to shoot a bigger deer.

638

There are to many out of state archery hunters | would say cut down on any deer tags in the black hills have 100
any deer tags for non resident and 300 any deer tags for resident there are pockets of two many deer in east river
need to talk to more farmers about letting a person go hunting

639

Historical averages for archery hunting deer places the likelihood of successfully tagging a deer at 25%. Please do
not place greater restrictions on an already challenging hunt.\\Please value SD resident sportsmen who support SD
GFP year around over money from non-resident licenses and tags. Our hunting opportunities in SD are already too
commercialized and | want to see SD GFP parks focus on preserving outdoor opportunities compared to focusing
on revenue from non-resident tags and licensing.

640

Don't make us Residents have to choose west river/east river, when we can currently do both. Buying 2 tags
generates more money for not only the State, but for local businesses as well.




641

Non residents shouldna€™1t be guaranteed a tag.

642

Public land turns into a zoo after October 1st with non residents. Makes it so the quality of hunting goes down for
residents after October 1st to the point i and other hunters shy away from hunting public land

643

| personally do not see any need to change the archery deer seasons and or licensing process at this time.

644

| believe herd management is most important issue facing our state currently. Each archery hunter should be
required to harvest one or two anterless deer and check them in before harvesting an antlered deer. Rifle hunters
should have more restrictions (because of higher probability of success) on license and also be required to harvest
anterless deer prior to filling antlered tag.

645

Non residents, college students, and individuals from the metro area are the issue with poaching, trespassing, and
poor sportsmanship. College students should not be allowed any resident licenses.

646

Why would SDGFP even consider limiting archery liceneses when they do such a horrible job of over selling double
doe firearms tags, along with other firearms seasons that target antlerless deer? The archery hunter is the most
ethical hunter in the field. This is nothing more than a ploy by unhappy firearms hunters who feel someone else is
harvesting "their" deer.

647

Need to have better habitat management with trees shelter belts and better forage on public hunting areas to
keep and hold big game in them. | see a lot of public hunting areas and all they are is grass. Great for pheasants not
for white tails and especially not archery hunters

648

Always favor the residents hunters before non-residents.

649

There are too many NR around our area. The resident that brings them in and guides them, started with 3-4 guys
now brings 10-12 a year in. They also guide on public land which is illegal. Then they tell us we can't hunt the public
during the weekends they are here. How about we cut NR tag numbers and make it a draw and increase the prices
for NR like every other state does. It is all about money. Pretty soon they will be leasing all the ground and my son,
grandsons, and | will have no where to hunt. | guess that is what it looks like all the SDGFP is worried about is
money and not a tradition anymore. It is pretty bad as an honest Sportsmen my mentality is that is cheaper to
poach a deer than to buy all the tags and stamps and preference points anymore( as | would never do that). | have
heard people say if you get caught they will take away your license for a year though. Pretty hard to take it away if
not buying one anyways. Pretty soon it won't matter because hunting will be for the rich as the prices are pushing
out the average hunters anyways.

650

Should have same ideas on the buck/doe regulations as rifle, more for a set of horns.

651

| believe nonresidents should be restricted and put into a draw for archery tags ,specifically for WR or statewide
tags. In the area | hunt | had seen numerous out of state hunters last year going after mule deer and | stayed in a
motel right next to 2 Wisconsin hunters that both shot mule deer in the area | was hunting. Thata€™s 2 bucks that |
as a resident would not have the ability to harvest in my small area of interest. Whitetail hunters | dona€™t believe
are the problem, but the mule deer nonresident hunters are by and far becoming increasingly more abundant and
coming from all of these eastern states such as Minnesota, lowa, Wisconsin, Michigan etc because they dona€™t
have mule deer populations to hunt in those regions. Minnesota license plates are what | have seen the most of.

652

Have been seeing a lot of public land that is being takin out of walk in areas or crep and the land owner is either
cutting it or farming it again. Kind of worried that the land owners aren't being takin care of when their land is
leased. And with this habitat stamp how come that is not required for anybody that is on a public land. I'm sure
like 90 percent of the people on a public land are hunters but there are people that joy walk them and are bird
watching how come they aren't required to pay to use them like us sportsman's. It seems like a lot of public
ground gets a lot of hunting pressure from out of staters which is what it is just a lot of them do wreck hunts and |
get it it's public and I'm used to it but between Sioux falls ### and out of staters it just gets old after awhile. But it's
public so Im just used to it | guess now

653

It would be nice to offer anterless tags again to areas that have an abundance. Limit to one tag anterless tag.




654

The thought of a resident of the state,like myself, having to choose between a west river archery tag and a east
river archery tag is completely unacceptable. We as residents, should be able to continue to buy both tags and
enjoy the resources of the state we live in, either side of the river or both! There are plenty of deer and
opportunities on both sides of river for all residents and let's not forget the most important part of this whole
archery discussion...the success rate of a bow hunter! Rifle, different success rate. But myself, to travel out west
river to hunt a ranch or public, is not only bringing positive effects financially to small towns that need that, but
also to enjoy the people have acquired many friendships thru the years that would not happen if | didn't bow hunt
west river. If the state is after money from nonresident bow hunters and especially rifle hunters, and trying to sort
thru the SD bow hunters and give them a choice on where they want to hunt,terrible idea!! ...raise the tag price for
nonresidents and they will still pay it. To put it in a nut shell...we lost a bunch of deer last year to ehd. If | had only
one tag, east river tag, | would not be bowhunting this year, to let the deer numbers recover. But | still have a west
river tag, so going to be making numerous trips,spending money in the state, so | can bow hunt this year. The state
forgets about those situations | think. The state can't control mother nature and the things that happen when
people lose deer numbers but yet still love to hunt. | would really hope this decision never happens with choosing
one tag or another , or hunters like myself will be going to other states,pumping money in theri state. Maybe that
is what the state is trying to do, push residents out and bring in nonresident for revenue.i see it in pheasant
hunting, and fishing already. | truly hope people stand up and write in and stand strong against these thoughts
that go thru the states mind, guessing most have no idea about hunting, just see dollar signs! \#####

655

| strongly believe we need to regulate the non resident license and availability before you take away anything from
the residents. There should be a draw system there before you punish the residents. | also believe that youth
season is getting to be out of hand. What happened at making a minimum age to hunt it doesn't have to be 12 it
could be 10 and take away the opportunity to take mule deer. The numbers are way down

656

Would love to continue archery hunting but have given up due to the lack of public and private lands to hunt if you
didn't grow up in the area. Just like with rifle hunting landowners are saying no to hunters and too many out of
state landowners buying land and no allowing hunting.

657

Start a draw system for non res like waterfall or they have to pick two weeks like pheasant. The out of state plates
are taking over the public land and don't care if you are already at a spot.\| wouldn't change the east/west archery
tag. | rarely go west river hunting but always get a tag to support conservation and can still go if a friend draws a
rifle tag

658

Keep the non-residents out. They can hunt in their own states.

659

Season starts too soon. Manage deer populations not hunters. Open up section lines & roads to bow hunting.

660

lets face it gfp has almost no control on private land deer populations. that is mostly controlled by land owners
with the number hunters allowed access to their land. the complaints im hearing about and issues ive seen are
coming from the large groups coming in from out state. when groups of 6-8 -12 or more come in and flood the
parcels of public areas. a reasonible approach to access permits and group size is maybe the first step. non
residents groups have know doubt figured out where the public lands pocket mule deer are at especially. the
limited access areas for resident rifles tags was the easiest for them to dial in on.

661

I hunt on both private and public land, mainly East River, SD, and the amount of hunters, especially close proximity
to COLLEGES, is absolutely ridiculous in the last few years. | understand ita€™s everyoned€™s right to pursue game
if granted a tag but something has to be done soon regarding whitetail deer, especially in Lake, Moody, and
Brookings counties. The resource has to be protected or both the resource (deer) and the economic value it
provides for communities will vanish. Whitetail buck numbers have crashed over the last 3 years. | have the
opportunity in certain years to have 3 ER buck tags. | will be first to admit this state needs rethink the system and
no one should get more than one buck tag per each side of the state. Then if numbers show again down the road
we can redirect then. Please act and thank you for all you do.




662

Archery hunting is not like rifle hunting. With archery, there are many things have to go right in order to harvest a
deer. With rifle, you can shoot long distances. Not every archery hunter tags out every year. | know | don't! If you
start doing applications like rifle, | think you will lose revenue for the State. Just my opinion, but with archery, it's
not just about harvesting. It's about sitting in the stand ot the blind, and seeing if you can outsmart that big buck.
You have to get close to get a good shot! | say, keep it the same as it has been for years.

663

Limit the number of archery licenses and provide more licenses for gun hunters. It seems | can only get a gun
license on average of one every 3 years for the areas | would like to hunt

664

way too many out of state archery hunters out of state tags are way to cheap

665

I'm born & raised in this great state and an avid outdoorsman. My belief is the current system is working great and
does not need any modification. | would suggest leaving as is but decrease the amount of nonresident tags. With
the new influx of people moving to our state the hunting pressure will only increase. We Southdakotans need
room to grow our kids and give them the same opportunities | had, my father had and his father had to enjoy our
states resources.\\What is comes down to is LESS hunting pressure on public and private land equates to quality
game management with an abundance of game to be enjoyed by everyone. \\Thanks for listening.\\####

666

The number of non resident archery deer tags should be capped and not unlimited. A number of other states cap
their big game licenses for non residents. | also feel like more people took to the field to hunt in 2020 and 2021 due
to covid and the changes it made to their jobs/careers. It would be interesting to see what the data shows moving
forward in the next few years if things were left the way they currently are.

667

Out of state hunters have hurt the mule deer population in a big way. They have a higher d€cesuccessa€e rate
because they arena€™t picky. They are here for a short time and want to fill a tag and dona€™t care about
conservation and passing up young/little deer. Public lands are full of out of state vehicles starting in October and
the deer just get pounded. SD has to be about the last state to have unlimited NR tags. Prime opportunity to limit
tags, increase price, and generate revenue while making the deer heard healthier and growing.

668

| believe the number of non resident deer hunter should be decreased and the price of their tags should be raised
significantly so the price of residents can remain low like other states, the gfp could take lessons from other states
on how to manage non resident hunters instead of worrying about how much money they can make!!!

669

Keep the current system!!

670

The public land | hunt archers leave there deer stands up all year and ita€™s hard to find a good spot for mine. No
one watches for that.

671

There are more archery hunters because of the draw system established several years ago for the gun draw. The
REAL HUNTERS want to hunt but the new gun draw system makes getting a license much more difficult. | used to
hunt in 3 or 4 seasons. Now it is one or two plus archery. A lot of the gun licenses in the new system end up going
to ### hunters who hunt opening morning only and not the real hunters who hunt every available time they can
and eat 5 or 6 deer. The land owner where | hunt is disgusted in that more deer can't be shot. | have one doe tag
this year and no buck. It's hardly worth the effort for only 40 pounds of venison. This was a great state for hunters
until a few years ago. Now it is less tags and more regs like the Peoples' Republics to the east.

672

I have quit rifle deer hunting because of lack of drawing tags. Unfair to have unlimited archery tags.

673

Thanks for the chance to hunt so freely in this state.

674

As a landowner | would like to see a landowner only permit for archery if they decide to go with a lottery system
for archery tags. | have seen over the years that more and more archery hunters are in my area and hunting any
property they can get permission on. | have also had multiple out of state residents ask for permission to hunt my
land. There is definitely an increase of hunters in my area, northeastern SD.

675

Sorry | wasn't more help. I'm satisfied with things tiny areas.

676

We need to manage the license numbers better and limit the number of hunting licenses sold in areas where deer
numbers especially on public lands are being hit hard like along Lake Oahe north of Pierre. This will help to make
for a better hunting experience for everyone.




677 You guys over think to much of this stuff.
Take a look at North Dakota system. Non residents have to draw a mule deer tag. Our mule deer numbers are
hurting. Push the season back to the end of September and do a draw for early season permits. These deer are
678 easily patterned in the late summer months
679 Just leave it alone! Youa€™ve already changed deer hunting in the past and has only made things worse!
I think we need to limit the out of state a little more like maybe have them draw preference points like we have to
do when we go to other states to bow hunt. Because it is the residents that bring in most the of money state wide
680 for our hunting trips, food plots, equipment and etc.
Too many out of state hunters already ruined are hunting. Resident have to pay to hunt or cana€™t hunt. Guides
take thier hunters to public lands first then there own. See it all the time. | see lodges driving at night hearding deer
onto thier own property! If had deer come by me while I13€™m in the stand and the neighbors have paid hunters
681 and they honk there horns and crap to scare the deer away from me. All for out of state hunters!
682 | feel everything should stay the same. if anything limit out of state hunters
| guess my biggest thing is that if you get a deer you can send back in for another tag. 1d€™m getting turned down
for a rifle tag because you say that there isnd€™t enough deer, but turn around and give out more archery tags. \
A landowner can let whoever they want to hunt their land. | dona€™t argue that, but in the recent years 2 guys
from Minnesota took 4 trophies that | knew were there, but didnd€™t have time to go after. They were caught
baiting the deer. Good job SDGFP! Thata€™s what really made me believe that 1 archery tag is enough for
nonresidents. | dona€™t even think resident hunters need more than 1 archery tag.\  These are just my thoughts
on the subject. | appreciate the opportunity to get out and see the wildlife and recognizing certain deer as soon as
683 | see them.\\ Thanks.
684 let crossbows be legal and offer nonresidents to get a rifle tag
685 Open anterless archery tags in Yankton county there are to many does
686 No comment
687 Resident Hunters over 60 should be allowed use a crossbow
Non residents hunters have too much access to licenses and areas. It may be confirmation bias, but | see as many
out of state hunters or slightly more than residents on public land. | believe a lottery system similar to the
nonresident waterfowl licenses would help keep traffic on public hunting areas to a more appropriate level.
688 Nothing worse than some dudes spooking a muley you've been glassing, then finding out they're from Wisconsin.
Have out of state hunters do a lottery draw with the limited access included. | prefer archery over rifle due to the
689 fact | live west river and hunt both east and west, so doing more state wide would be beneficial to others like me.
690 Please let archery hunters manage the areas they hunt.
Mule deer numbers are down in a lot of areas. In low density areas hunters should be restricted from harvesting a
691 mule deer of any sex.
ALLOW BAITING FOR ARCHERY. ALOT OF OTHER STATES DO AND IT HAS NOT AFFECTED THE POPULATION. AT
LEAST UNTIL NOVEMBER 1ST. EARLY SEASON IS DIFFICULT FOR THE FAR EAST OF THE STATE UNTIL HARVEST IS
692 DONE
| think if you have restricted areas just for bow hunting pick good areas with good cover and at least 300 acres or
more in each walk in south dakota would start producing a lot bigger deer and put them off limits durning rifle
season so they have so were to hide | manag privet ground its 700 acers let 3 bow hunters and only I rifle hunt
bucks and let youth hunters in to shot does of fist time buck hunter youth the deer arnt spooked and they is
693 becoming a lot of big deer after 5 years even after have ehd twice on the property in thows 5 years
Make it possible to access all BLM ground for in state hunters. | prefer if gfp doesnt regulate the number of
Archery tags a resident hunter can get. It's very frustrating to even get a rifle tag now since the changes of only
694 two rifle tags per year. | used to get two to four tags a year.
695 Less rifle tags in far eastern countrya€™s / option of more archery or muzzle loader tags for any deer ! 3Y~5




696 In the area | hunt in there are too many deer harvested by archery before firearms season.
I did click keep the access permit restrictions the same but believe the black hills should be reconsidered.
Sometimes thata€™s a good tag along hunt with someone who has a different tag but you dona€™t know if

697 thata€™s a probability early on.

698 Way too many out of staters hunting public ground west river.

699 put max on NR license with 10% or less total tags
nonresident's are over running public land west river for Mule deer.\You need to put a limit on nonresident tags

700 and increase the cost to nonresidents!!

701 Restrict pheasant hunting on certain public hunting grounds during rifle big game seasons.
While archery hunting west river | have never had an issue with running into an abundance of other resident
hunters. However, the times | have seen overcrowding on public lands during archery season is due to
nonresidents. Our hunting group of 4 people go archery hunting every year in Harding county. We will never again
do our trip during the time period when it is open to nonresidents. We dona€™t hunt the restricted access permit
areas of the Slim Buttes and Cave Hills and we still run into a large amount of overcrowding. The vast majority of
these hunters are nonresidents based on their license plates. | dona€™t have any animosity towards nonresident
hunters - | enjoy hunting out of state as well - and | always want there to be an opportunity for nonresidents in this
state. That being said, | do think nonresidents should have to draw specific units and that the tag numbers
allocated to these units should be limited. | think that is a good place to start before restricting residentsa€™
opportunities. Eventually the resident archery huntersa€™ opportunities will/should be limited. Is now the time? |

702 dona€™t know.
| like that | can always get an archery license, in the event | don't draw a rifle tag. \\I think archery season should

703 be opened up to include crossbows.
| would hope that GF&P would not restrict me from hunting on my family's private land after doing so for well over

704 20 yrs.

705 We need less out of state people archery hunting.
You guys consistently make it harder for non residents to hunt your state, It would be nice if we did not see that
here.... | hunt east river. | cant even get a gun tag so | rely on being able to get an archery tag each year for a

706 chance to hunt and see close friends that | only see when | am Archery hunting SD.

707 No unlimited deer licenses.

708 | think the archery season starts too soon.

709 | have none at this time!
Only put limit archery tags to 5 to 10 units since that was the closest option to my opinion. The state could start
with limiting non resident tags, and limit non resident tags to units. If that doesn't change the traffic in a few years,
then start limiting resident tags. South dakota could be competing with any other state for good quality deer and
numbers. It would be nice to see the state stick up for residents like all the states to the west of us are doing. Glad

710 this topic has been brought up and hunter's opinions have been asked.
| would like to see a cap on NR, and a price increase on NR. It doesnt have to be big, but draw a line in the sand
and keep things in check. We are one of the cheapest states for nonresidents without a draw. We need to provide

711 a quality experience in the field, while doing what is best for the resorce.

712 Limit the non-resident licenses

713 Non residents licenses should be more limited, keep cattle off of public land
| live in a reservation area and the biggest problem is native Americans shooting too many deer during a longer
hunting period. We as landowners and residents should have every right that the Native Americans have. Also, the
licenses for non residents need to double in price. We are the cheapest state for non residents and we have the

714 most to offer.

715 I think the archery success rates are so low that many of the tags issued go unfilled.

716 The only thing i think should change is no archery hunting during rifle season. At least opening weekend




717

This does not have anything to do with archery deer but it does affect the deer numbers. | would like to see the
deer draw go back to the way used to be. In the last three years | have ran into over 25 random hunters on public
land and asked their opinion of the new draw system. | have yet to find anybody thata€™s in favor of it even
though it was what the majority wanted. Sometimes change is not a good thing. They tried something different and
it doesna€™t seem to be working.

718

Need to open Ft Pierre Grasslands for antelope archery only. | think it is silly that we cana€™t hunt antelope with
bow and arrow in that unit. \Need to plant more food plots on pubic ground. Please consider planting like the old
days.

719

Raise the non resident archery tag prices, they are killing all SD deer and cheap!!

720

| have been fortunate the last few years to draw an any rifle tag, but that is not a guarantee. Same with anterless
tags. Archery tags are the for sure way that | can always at least have one deer tag a year. | can hunt private ground
more readily for archery versus rifle. | really would appreciate leaving the archery season alone. \\If there is
concern for not enough tags being available, maybe consider limiting landowners who are guaranteed rifle tags to
not be eligible for archery as well. Or give them an option. \\l dond€™t mind the four unit idea, but | dond€™t think
that would work well as the county | live in borders a highly sought after hunting county, and | would be scared
that my draw options would be limited. \\I do think that Gregory county needs to have a special archery or rifle
permit to hunt the public ground just across from the 44 hwy bridge. | have hunted out there the last few years
with no success due to the large amount of people. In fact we about ran someone over who was sitting just off the
trail because we couldna€™t see them and it was so populated. Opening day there are literally people within
100yards of you without you knowing it. A special tag in that area after regular season could be an idea to increase
revenue and provide more people with a unique hunting opportunity because the hunting pressure wona€™t be as
high during that time and with fewer people it might be safer. | think | said something similar like this a few years
ago on another survey.

721

For people only hunting private land like myself as a nonresident, | dona€™t think there should be a limited
number of archery licenses.  The success rate from my experience is still close to 25% from the 5-6 guys that
archery hunt on the 3000 acres | hunt on. 1a€™m limited to so many days | can actually hunt and not many of
those days the weather is in my favor. Deer generally arena€™t cooperating either, therefore | dona€™t see the
need for any further restrictions.

722

Leave Resident Archery Tags the same... change Non Resident to being put into a draw

723

Up the nonresident price and limit to 1000 nr tags

724

If it isn't broke don't fix it. | believe that most of the issued licenses don't get filled anyway so take the revenue and
be happy. And | think your new website is total garbage.

725

As other states start to crack down on nonresident hunters | feel that SD has to bring our nonresident hunting in
line. | would like to have Non-residents restricted to smaller draw units with reduced quotas. | am not aware of
any other states that allow a nonresident to hunt the entire state with a deer license.

726

Change it to resident only

727

I am currently not an archery deer hunter therefore some of my answers have no opinion. What | do know, is that
I don't want the private land | hunt inundated with archery hunters.\\Thank you for everything you do!

728

Please close Anterless mule deer harvest for all hunting...Rifle, Muzzleloader Archery, Residents and NR...unless it
is a depredation problem determined by GF&P.\Limit NR archery on public access lands due to overcrowding to a
draw.

729

| dond€™t want the state to limit archery deer tags.

730

If the rifle draw didnd€™t get so tough to get tags the archery would not have gotten so big.\Now takes 2-3 years
for west river deer when it used to be every day

731

Limit the number of tags issued just like you do with rifle and muzzle loader groups.

732

Make non-resident a draw system with limited tags




Why do the archery hunters get unlimited tags? Why does their season need to go so long? Modern archery tackle
has led to higher success rates and poorer hunters. Many archery hunters wound 2 or 3 deer and only collect one. |
don't feel it's right for archery to be able to hunt pre rut, rut,, and post rut seasons. East River rifle season has
been moved back and it now starting after rut it seems making it difficult for harvest. | think it would be a good

733 idea to limit the archery season more than it is.
734 Non-residents overtake the public ground, leaving tax paying residents with less opportunity.
The cost for nonresident licenses is to little. Any other states has a price way over anything in South Dakota. This is
the main reason, besides people with felonies, choose South Dakota. My personal opinion is that if you dona€™t
735 live here, you dona€™t hunt or fish here. But thata€™s why I live here
736 Leave it as is.
Restrict non-resident bow hunters licenses to a limited draw with 20,000 available. Keep resident hunters
737 unlimited but limit to regions
| feel that license preference should be given to in state hunters first. | am not against making non resident a
lottery situation. Limit the numbers of non resident hunters. | do like the idea of breaking it up into regions. | do
not like the idea of limiting resident archey hunting. It is a tough sport and even with good private ground to hunt
we dont always fill tags. Many people hunt for the fun of it but many also hunt for the meat/food value. | dont
738 think we should take that away for resident hunters.
Issue why there is a 30% increase in archery licenses and hunting is due to the cluster the GF&P put forward
restricting firearm licenses and allowing the landowner buck tags. that ruined a lot of opportunities to hunt deer
thus move to archery just to be able to harvest a deer. GF&P claim low deer population which is not correct and a
739 false claim.
The system works just fine for residents. If you want to change anything, up the cost for the Non-Resident. It
doesn't need to be any cheaper to hunt SD than any other state for them. You want to play, you got to pay.
\\There is no need to make it more expensive or difficult for the resident archery hunter. \\While we are on the
topic, shorten or eliminate the number of years a person has to wait to start applying again after drawing their
740 archery elk tag. 10 years wait is too long when it takes 15-20 years to draw.
You need to raise the price of non-resident tags. Either make more money on out of state hunters and take care of
741 SD residents!!!!
If we continue to limit tags we will continue to reduce the amount of people (mostly young people) entering
742 hunting and enjoying the great outdoors.
| think we are at the point we should look at limited draw non resident. | have been hunting SD for 28 years and the
743 last 5 has been a really issue particularly out west.
There's too many seasons putting too much pressure on all the deer in my opinion. Shorter seasons will lead to less
744 pressure and more deer.
To many youth tags. Kids that aren't capable of safely walking and carrying a deer rifle shouldn't be hurting yet. 14
745 seemed like a vary logical age.
In busy areas like Newton Hills | would like to see hunters be restricted to only one tree stand. Same with trail
cameras. It is extremely intimidating and frustrating trying to find a place to hunt with tree stands and trail cams
746 every where. Also it would be nice if people would show more constraint and only harvest mature bucks.
Non-resident archery deer tags should be a limited draw license. The price should be comparable to lowa and
747 surrounding states for their non-res licenses.
Allow licenses to be bought over the counter. \Start archery season later when it4€™s cooler and start deer rifle
748 season AFTER Thanksgiving.
749 | want to hunt all 3 deer seasons but have to choose only 2
Keep it the way it is except charge significantly more for on resident tags. | know guides that have 40-50 hunters
come hunt SD because it is so cheap compared to everywhere el